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SENATE.
Wepxespay, December 20, 1922.

(Legislative day of Saturday, December 16, 1922.)

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expiration of
the recess.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr, President, I suggest the absence of a
quornm, B

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Secretary will call the roll.

The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Fletcher McKellar Bheppard
Ball Frelinghuysen M Simmons
Imyard Geooﬁfa MeNary Smith
Brandegee Go ng Moses Smoot
Brookhart Harrel Nelson cer
Bursum Harris New Sterling
Calder Harrison Nicholson theria
Cameron Heflin Norbeck Townsend
Capper Hiteheock Norris Un

Caraway Jehnsen Oddie Wadsworth
Colt Jones, Wash, Overman . Mass,
Culberson Keﬂm Page Walsh, Mont.
Cummins Kendrick Pm- Warren
Curtis : Pi n Watson

Dial Lad Ransdell Williams
Dillingham La Follette Reed, Mo,

Ernst Reed, Pa.

Fernald MeCumber Robinson

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to announce that the Senator from
Ohio [Mr, Witnis] is necessarily absent, due to illness in his
family. .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-nine Senators have
answered to their names. There is a quornm present. The
Senate will receive a message from the House of Representa-
tives.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Over-
hue, its enrolling elerk, announced that the House had agreed
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to
the bill (H. R. 13232) making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of State and Justice and for the judiciary for the fiscal
vear ending June 80, 1924, and for other purposes; that the
House had receded from.its disagreement to the amendments
of the Senate numbered 2, 5, 19, 24, and 25 to the bill, and had
receded from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen-
ate numbered 1 and 14 and concurred therein each with an
amendment, in which it requested the concurrence of the
Senate,

The message also announced that the House agreed to the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8996) to amend
paragraph 440, section 5211, act June 3, 1864.

The message further announced that the House agreed to
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to
the bill (H. R. 7912) to provide a method for the settlement of
claims arising against the Government of the United States
in sums not exceeding $1,000 in any one ease.

The message also announced that the House agreed to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 5349) to amend the act authorizing the Secretary of the
Navy to settle claims for damages to private property arising
from collisions with naval vessels.

The message further announced that the House agreed to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendment of the Semate to the bill
(H. R. 3034) for the relief of Lizzie Askeli.

PETITIONS.

Mr. ROBINSON presented resolutions adopted by the direc-
tors of the Lonoke National Farm Loan Association, of Lonoke,
Ark, favoring the prompt adoption of an amendment to the
Federal farm loan aet prowiding for inerease of the loan limit
from $10,000 to $25,000, so that every actual farmer operating
a standard farm unit may enjoy the benefits of the coopera-
tive farm loan system, etc., which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. -

Mr. CAPPER presented a resolution adopted by the Welling-
ton (Kans.) Commercial Club, favoring the enactment of legis-
lation providing a l1-cent drop-letter pestage rate in cities,
towns, and on rural routes, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

Mr. KENDRICK presented a resolution adopted by the Chey-
enne (Wyeo.) Chamber of Commerce, favoring the passage of
the so-called Capper-French truth in fabric bill, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. PAGE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which
were referred the folowing bills, reported them each witheut
amendment and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (S. 3244y to anthorize the transfer of surplus books
from: the Navy Department to the Interior Department (Rept.
No. 964); and

A bill (8. 4137) to authorize the transfer of certain vessels
from the Navy to the Coast Guard (Rept. No. 935).

Mr. NELSON, from the- Committee on the Judiclary, to
which was referred the bill (8. 4029) to amend an aet entitled
“An act to incorporate the Texas Pacific Railroad Co.,
and to aid in the construction of its road, and for other pur-
poses,” approved Mareh 8, 1871, and acts supplemental thereto,
reported it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 956)
thereon,

BILLS: AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTERODUCED.

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred
as follows:

By Mr. LODGE:

A bhill (8. 4208) providing for the retirement of ecertain
officers of the Marine Corps; to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. CAMERON:

A bill (8. 4209) for the relief of Adelaide S. Fish; to the
Commitfee on Claims,

By Mr, FRELINGHUYSEN :

A bhill (8. 4210). for the relief of Stephenson & Bills; to
the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. RANSDELL:

A bill (S. 4211) for the examination and survey of the
Intracoastal Canal from the Mississippi River at or near New
Orleans, La., to Corpus Christi, Tex.; to the Committee on
Commerce.

A bill (8. 4212) to amend pargraph 11 of section 1001 of an
act entitled “ An aet to reduce and equalizer taxation, to. pro-
vide revenue, and for other purposes,” approved November 23,
1921; to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. STERLING :

A bill (8. 4213) relating to sales and centracts to sell in
interstate and foreign commeree; and

A bill (8. 4214) to make valid and enforceable written pro-
visions or agreements for arbitration of disputes arising out
of contracts, maritime transactions or commerce among the
States or Territories or with foreign nations; to the Committee
on the .‘udiciary.

A bill (8. 4215) granting allowances for rent, fuel, light,
and equipment to postinasters of the fourth class, and for other
purposes ; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

By Mr. WADSWORTH :

A bill (8. 4216) authorizing the sale of real property ne
longer required for military purposes; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. DILLINGHAM

A Dill (8. 4217) to provide for the pay and allowances of
certain officers of the Regular Army nominated to but not
confirmed in higher grades; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. McNARY:

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 260) to provide for the deepen~
ing of Astoria Harbor, Oreg., and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Commerce.

INVESTIGATION OF IMMIGRATION PROBLEMS,

Mr. RANSDELL submitted the following resolution (S. Res.
384), which was referred to the Committee on Immigration :

Whereas a shortage of labor now exists in the industries of agri-
culture and metalliferous mining ;

Whereas under the existing percentage system for the admission of
immigrants there are now being admitted into this country immigrants
unsuited to employment in the flields of labor in which such short-

exists, thereby failing to relieve such shortage and increasing
unemployment in other fields of labor; and
ereas there exist many difficuities in the administration of the
immigration laws which may be avolded by suitable legisla-
tion : Therefare be it

Resolved, That the Pregident of the Senate appoint a select committes
to consist of three members of the Benate who are members of the
Commitiee on Immigration, to Investignte immigration problems in
the United States, particularly with a view to relieving labor shortage
in the United States by selec , 48 the immigrants admissible under
the present percentage system of asdmission, those who are best suited
for employment in the fields of industry in which any shortage of
laber exists and with a view to remedying the existing dificulties in
the administration of the im n laws. The committee shall
make a final report to the Senate not later than January I, 1924,
For the purposes of this resolution, the committee is an zed to
git and act at such times and places, fo make such expenditures, and
to employ sueh stenographic and clerieal assistants, as it deems neces-
sary, e committee is further authorized to send for persons and
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papers, to administer onths, awd to take testimony. The committee | Mr, JONES of Washington. No motion could be made to
pasiomm The expensce. ot the commitiee shall be paid from the con- | amend the motion of the Senator from Nebraska.

tingent fund of the Senate.
THE MERCHANT MARINE.

Mr. ROBINSON submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed he him to the bill (H. R; 12817) to amend and sup-
plement the merchant marine act, 1920, and for other pur-
poses, which was referred to the Oommittee on Commerce
and ordered to be printed.

Mr. McKELLAR submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 12817) to amend and sup-
plement the merchant marine act, 1920, and for other pur-
poses, which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed.

Mr. FLETCHER submitted sundry amendments intended to
be proposed hy him to the bill (H. R. 12817) to amend and
supplement the merchant marine act, 1920, and for other
purposes, which were ordered to Tie on the table and to be
printed.

EXTENSION OF TIME FOR PAYMENT OF RECLAMATION CHARGES.

Mr, KENDRICK submitted an amendment intended fo be
proposed by him to the bill (8. 4187) to extend the time for
payment of charges due on reclamation projects, and for other
purposes, which was ordered te lie on the table and to be
printed.

ADVANCED RETIRED BANK FOR CERTAIN OFFICERS.

Mr. LODGE submitted two  amendments intended to be
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 7864) providing for sundry
matters affecting the naval establishment, which were re-
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be
printed.

THE MERCHANT MARINE.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
gideration of the bill (H. R. 12817) to amend and supplement
the merchant marine act, 1920, and for other purposes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is
the motion of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Nogmis] to
proceed to the consideration of the bill (8. 4050) to provide
for the purchase and sale of farm products.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, it seems to me
that neither the friends of the motion of the Senator from
Nebraska nor its opponents ‘could lose anything by fixing a
definite time to vote upon it. It would, I know, accommodate
many Senators who have pther things to do if they knew when
the motion would be voted upon, so they would not have to stay
here under the uncertainty of its coming up at any moment. 1
know that the mover of the motion is perfectly willing to vote
to-(day or to-morrow, although he would prefer, I think, fo vote
to-morrow, and T would have no objection to fixing a time to-
morrow. So I ask unanimous consent that we vote on the mo-
tion to-morrow at 3 o'clock,

Mr, HARRISON., Mr, President, may I ask the Senator from
Washington, and sunggest also to the Senator from Nebraska,
why could we not agree fo vote on the motion, say, the day
following the report from the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency? The chairman of that committee stated yesterday that
in all probability they would make their report the first of next
week, as I understood him. We could in that case vote on the
motion of the Senator from Nebraska about Tuesday or Wednes-
day. The motion is still pending. The speeches are now directed
with respect fo the agricultural credits bill and also the ship
subsidy, and it would not disarrange anything, I make that
suggestion.

Mr. JONES of Washington. The only question about that
which occurs to me right now is that there might be a desire to
take up the bill reported by the Banking and Currency Commit-
tee, It is very likely that bill could be taken up without motion,
by unanimous consent, or if it should require a motion then it
could not be substituted for the other measure; we would be
put in the position of having to vote squarely on the motion of
the Senator from Nebraska one way or the other. If that mo-
tion should be defeated, of course we could take up the bill
reported by the Banking and Currency Committee, or if the
Senate should vote to take np the bill of the Senator from
Nebraska, probably an effort would be made to substitute for
it the other bill. Otherwise I would have no objection, so far as
1 am concerned ; but that, it occurs to mwe, would be rather an
emharrassing situation.

Mr. HARRISON. May I say in answer to the suggestion
that it seems to me if the Committee on Banking and Currency
would make its report, all opposition to bringing up this ques-
tion would give way, and you could substitute the Banking and
Currency measure if you had the votes, the same as you could
substitute it by voting to take it up, and It would save that
much timg.

Alr. HARRISON. No; but if his motion prevailed and a
majority voted for subatltuhng the other bill, it could be done
in that way.

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is true.

Mr. HARRISON. The question would be whether the bill of
the Senator from Nebraska or the Banking and Currency bill
was to be considered,

AMr. JONES of Washington. The whole proposition would be
up, whether his bill was here or whether the other bill was
here, so far as that is concernei.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. JONES of Washington. I yield.

Mr. NORRIS. So far as I amn personally concerned I would
rather vote to-day than to-morrow. I would not like to vote
to-morrow because one Senator who is now in the Chamber
will not be here to-morrow. Perhaps he can change his ar-
rangements so that it would not make any difference.

I think I ought to state to the Senator from Washington, and
likewise to the Senate, because I want to be frank about it
that if the motion now pending, which I have made, shall fail,
I intend to follow it as soon as I can get the floor with another
motion to take up Order of Business No. 918, the joint resolu-
tion (8. J. Res. 253) proposing an amendment to the Constitn-
tlon of the United States. I realize that if my motion falls
there will not be any possibility of taking up any legislation
affecting agricultural conditions until the Banking and Currency
Committee reports. In the meantime the joint resolution, to
which, so far as 1 know, there is no objection—there may be
some opposition, and there may be Senators who will propose
to offer amendments to it—will not have an opportunity to be
considered until after the question of farm credits is disposed
of. Between the action of the Senate, if it should refuse fo
take up the bill that T have suggested in the motion, and the
time the Banking and Committee reports we will
probably have time to dispose of the joint resolution. If that
Jjoint resolution is to be passed in this Congress it onght to be
passec} soon in order to give the House an opportunity to act
upon it.

The joint resolution has been reported from the Committee
on Agriculture and Forestry. It proposes an amendment to the
Constitution of the United States, one effect of which would
be to eliminate the short session of Congress, It also provides
for the beginning of the terms of service of Members of the
Senafe and of the House on the 1st day of January in each
year after they shall have been elected. Tt further provides
for the elimination of the Electoral College and the beginning
of the presidential term on the third Monday of January fol-
lowing the election.

I feel that there is quite a deep interest in the country in
the joint resolution ; but if it should be passed in the short time
remaining before the adjournment of the present Congress,
which will expire on the 4th of next March, it would not bring
about any effective result, for the House of Representatives
would hardly have opportunity to act upon the joint resolution.

Mr. JONES of ‘Washington. Mr, President, I know that the
Senator from Nebraska has a perfeet right to make a motion
to take up any measure that he desires, and I merely suggested
that we vote to-morrow. As the Senator knows, in my con-
versation with him on yesterday I gained the impression that
he had no objection to voting te-day, but that he would prefer
that the vote be taken to-morrow,

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator got a wrong impression, I
desire to ask the senlor Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RoBrx-
soxN] if he is going to be able to be present to-morrow?

Mr. ROBINSON. Yes.

Mr. NORRIS. Then I have no choice; it does not make any
difference to me.

Mr. JONES of Washington. The Senator, perhaps, would
just as lief vote to-day as to vote to-morrow?

Mr. FLETCHE Mr, President, T wish the Senator from
Washington [Mr. Jowes] would not present that request. I
think we are proceeding in an orderly way and without waste
of time. I think we shall reach a vote in due course perhaps
a8 quickly as, and it may be more quickly than, we should if
we set a time for voting. There is one objection for setting

| time to take a vote on & motlon like this, and that is that

nearly all Senators absent themselves from the Senate until
the time for voting arrives; that there are very few here to
listen to the debate and the discussion.

Mr. JONES of Washington. If the Senator will allow me to
make a suggeslion, I desire to say that I do not think that
would be the case as to the pending motion, because we could
go on considering the bill, and if the time should arrive when
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it was likely that the debate would run out, we could vote upon
amendments to the bill; so it is not like the ordinary case of
fixing a time to vote on the final passage of a bill. If we shall
fix the time when the vote is taken on the motion of the Senator
from Nebraska, then of course we shall proceed with the con-
sideration of amendments to the bill if there should be no fur-
ther debate upon the measure; so, I take it, that Senators would
feel just as much obligation to be here as they otherwise
would.

Mr, NORRIS. So that there may be no misunderstanding,
1 should like to suggest to the Senator, though I may be wrong
about it, that my idea is that so long as this motion is pending
it would be improper to vote upon any amendment to the ship
subsidy bill,

Mr. FLETCHER. I myself think that would be so. The
motion would be the pending question, I take it, and I think
it would not he in order to consider anything else.

Mr. NORRIS. It would not be in order to vote on any other
question,

Mr. JONES of Washington. I ask unanimous consent that
we vote to-day at 3 o'clock on the motion of the Senator from
Nebraska.

Mr. FLETCHER. 1 object,

Mr. JONES of Washington. 1 make that request simply for
the convenience of Senators, for it would be no convenience
to me at all. It will not hasten or delay the passage of the
pending measure in any way. :

Mr. FLETCHER. I think, as I have stated, that we are
proceeding without the waste of any time and should gain
nothing by entering into an agreement to vote on the pending
motion. I think that we shall reach a vote on it in due
course and in an orderly way, and also without very much
lapse of time. I do not like the idea of fixing a time for a
vote for the reason which I have stafed, that it means that
Senators will be absent until the time for voting arrives;
that they will not be here to listen to the discussion in the
meantime, Fixing a time for a vote does not mean that an-
*ither measure may be taken up or that a vote on amendments
n:ay be taken in the meantime, because the motion is the pend-
ing question and is the only question .that may be considered
until it shall have been voted upon. I think the Senator from
Washington is in error in his statement in regard to that.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr, President, in making my
request I thought I was accommodating Senators who on yes-
terday urged the necessity of getting promptly at legislation
for the benefit of the farmer. It was urged, I know, by several
Senators in the discussion yesterday that they were very anx-
jous to consider legislation for the benefit of the farmer, and
I thought the earlier we could get a vote on the pending motion,
if it were carried, of course, the sooner we would reach a
consideration of that question.

Now, Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that we vote
to-day at 4 o'clock on the motion.

Mr. REED of Missouri, Mr. President, if the Senator from
Washington is anxious to consider farm legislation, if that is
really his purpose, as is indicated by what he has just stated,
it would be very easily accomplished by the Senator simply
withdrawing his bill and letting us go on'with the Norris
bill, for he has that power,

Mr. JONES of Washington. The Senator from Missouri did
not, of course, intentionally misrepresent my position, but he
did not correctly state it. I suggested that several Senators
on yesterday expressed a desire to take up the consideration
of legislation for the benefit of the farmer and that T thought
agreeing to my request would aid that end. However, Mr.
President, I made my request really for the convenience of the
Senators, and that is all. If Senators do not desire to give
the consent which I have asked, it will not disturb me in the
least.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Secretary will state the
request for unanimous consent which has been preferred by
the Senator from Washington.

The ASSISTANT SECRETARY. The Senator from Washington
[Mr. Jones] asks unanimous consent that at 4 o'clock this
day, being the calendar day of Wednesday, December 20,
1922, the Senate shall proceed to vote without further debate
upon the motion of the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr.
Norrrs] that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate
bill 4050, a bill to provide for the purchase and sale of farm
products.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there cbjection?

Mr, KING. I object.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I object.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made.

TRANSFER OF LANDS IN FULTON COUNTY, GA.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for
the privilege of reporting from the Committee on Public Lands
and. Surveys two measures which are pressing for action. I
first report from that committee, without amendment, the bill
(H. R. 12174) to authorize the Attorney General to convey
certain land of the United States to Fulton County, Ga., to
widen McDonough Road in front of the United States peni-
tentiary, and I submit a report (No. 952) thereon.

I may say the bill authorizes the Attorney General to quit-
claim to Fulton County a strip of land 5 feet in width at
the rear of the United States penitentiary in Georgia. McDon-
ough Road is the prinecipal thoroughfare in Fulton County,
and in order to make it conform in width from one end to
the other the 5 feet are’asked for from the Government to
be added te the roadway. The officials of the penitentiary
report that the widening of the road would be a great ad-
vantage by facilitating the passage of incoming and outgoing
vehicles from the penitentiary. Therefore, I ask unanimous
consent for the present consideration of the bill: - -

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I shall not ob-
ject if the bill does not lead to discussion.

Mr. SMOOT. If it shall lead to any discussion whatever
I will withdraw it.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I do not think what I wish
to suggest will lead to discussion to exceed more than a
minute or two; but the question arises in my mind why does
this bill provide that the Attorney General shall make the
conveyance? That is not the usual way of conveying land
owned by the Government of the United States.

Mr, SMOOT. I think it Is the usual method wherever the
land is built upon and used and is not a portion of the public
domain. The lands in question in this case were originally
purchased by the Government.

Mr. NORRIS. The act of Congress would make the title
good, of course. The Congress could authorize the Senator
from Utah, or anybody else, to make the conveyance; I realize
i’hat; but there ought to be a uniformity in legislation of this
ind.

Mr. SMOOT. I think that the uniform practice has been
that the Attorney General has made such conveyances wher-
ever the land has been originally purchased by the Govern-
ment and does not constitute a portion of the public land, I
think that the bill in this instance is in conformity with the
general rule.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, it occurred to me
as a member of the committee that it is quite appropriate in
this instance, inasmuch as the penitentiary is under the super-
vision of the Department of Justice, that the head. of that
department should make the conveyance.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of
the Whole, proceeded fo consider the bill, which was read, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Attorney General be, and he is hereby,
nuthorized and empowered to convey, f:y quitelaim, to the county of
Fulton, in the State of Georgia, for use as a public road, and for
no other purpose, all the right, title, and interest of the United States
of America in and to all that strip of land, 5 feet in width, off the
northerly and northeasterly sides, along the McDonough Road frontage
of United States penitenfiary farm No. 1, in said county, between
the easterly line of Sawtell Avenue and the westerly line of Forrest
Road : Provided, however, That the county of Fulton shall pot have
the right to sell or convey the said premises, nor to use the same
for any other purpose whatever than as herein provided, and in the
event the premises shall cease to be used for a public road and cease
to be cared for and maintained as are other public roads in said
county, the right, title, and interest hereby authorized to be con-
veyed shall thereupon immediately revert to the United States: Pro-
vided further, That the conveyance herein aunthorized ghall not be
made until and unless a strip of land 5 feet wide is dedicated by the
property owners on the opposite side of McDonough Road: Pro-
vided further, That the county of Fulton shall bear the cost of re-
placing the existing eurb in front of the residence of the warden along
sald MecDonough Road as widened.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that the report of the committee, ac-
companying the bill, may be printed in the REcorp at this
point.

There being no objection, the report (No. 952) was ordered
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

The Committee on Public Lands and Surveys, to whom was referred
the bill (H. R. 12174) to authorize the Attorney General to convey
certain land of the United States to Fulton County, Ga., to widen
McDonough Road in front of the United States penitentiary, having
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considered the saral: repom ttlfw:tmhb theru;n with the recommenda-
tion that the bill pass out amendmen

Ttmlahpnrpose of this bill is fully expiained in House Report No. 1281,
as follows:

[House Report No. 1261, Bixty-seventh Congress, third seuien.]

WIDEN A’DONOUGH ROAD IN FRONT OF THR UNITED STATES PENITENTIARY,
FULTON COUNTY, OA.

Mr. LANGLEY. from the Oommittee on Public Buildings and Grounds,
submitted the following re to accompany H. R, 12174 :

The Committee on ‘Pnhli uildlngs and Grounds, to which was
referred the bill {H R. 12174) to authorize the Attorne]' Genernl to
eonvey eertain land of the United States to Fulton County, Ga., to
widen McDonough Road in front of the United States penitentlary,
having duly considered the same, hereby make report of it to the
House with the recommendation that the bill do pass.

This bill was introduced by the chairman of your committee pur-
soant to a letter addressed to him by the Attorney General of the
United States, which is as follows:

OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

- Washingtan, D. C.

Hon. JoEN W. LAXGLEY,
Chairman Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,
House of memhﬁue&
Ay Dear Mnr. Laxoruy: The department is advised that the board

of connty commisstoners of Fulton. County, Ga., has nndemlu to
widPn hy 10 feat. nnd otherwise to improve MeDonough Road, one

s Lt the. Macamrs’ MAG o6 o o

ation h abutﬂ OWDers o nd on eac
g:rgot y n‘ utznda nhu the mortherly and north-
e county authorities have

easterly slt!es of fenu\znthzy'
requested the United
land 5 feet in width, beginning on: the easte
and extending, of that width, along the ly and southwuterly
sides of McDenough Road to the westerl Ihe of l‘orrut

The superinbe t of prisens and t fpmgm
are of the opinion that to widen l'leDon.ough Ruﬂ as aforesaid
result not only in better facilities of egress and ingress but will o-mer.
wise improve the Government's property, and they recommend that the
dedication be made

I see no objection to the proposed improvement, but am of ﬁoﬁ

o ty

for that purpose a strip of
lne of Bawtell Avenye

that the onnvenn?reo should be made only after the requisite a
has been secured m

? have therefore: pangu inclosed bill, with certain provisions
and restrietions w!

ch 1 think ate proper, and am ftrans-
mitting the same wirh the request that it have oonslamtlm by your
committee with a view to its passage.

H. M. DAUGHERTY,
Aumq General.

The following statement of 'Hon. Clint W. , Federal district
attorney of the northern district of Georgia, set forth the need
for immediate action on this bill, Is, made a part of this report:

“ AeDonough Road, which is the street runnl.ltza along front of
the penitentiary, is af the present time eomgln y torn up and im-

ssable along the entire front of the penite property, rendering
Paimpmmlble to either get in or ont of the peni dsr: with wagons
or trucks, MecDonough Road Is narrow and is en-
tirely inadeguate for the traffic s!.nce Atlanta Pu:imtinry was
located on it. The county commissioners of Fulton County have

agreed to widen McDonongh Road and bave secured donatioms of land
from the ahutling roperty owners, so that the street may be widened
approximatel t he county commissioners propose to widen
the street nong the penitentiary without cost to the Government
provided an act of Congress is passed authorizing the Attorney Gsnml
to convey a strip of land 5 feet in width to Fultog County for the
purposes abeve set forth. It Iis im tive that quick action be
taken in this matter by reason of the t ﬂmtu the work is delayed
a few weeks and cold weather sets in, it will be impossible to make
concrete, and in its present condition. the penitentiary is iselated, with
no means of ingress or egress. The commissioners are now ﬂnﬁ
the work en el gide of the pemiten property, and if they finis
withont comgletinaothe road in front of the penitentiary it be a
e Toag | Crr Ao (ke ettty Sobes dis-

eDonong ex ong the p a
tance of 6,600 feet, and unless this bill is passed mm%wiu
be turned over to the county with this gap in it, and it will be neces-
sm-‘; for the Government to do the work at its own expense.
our commitee recommends immediate and favorable action.

HOMESTEAD PRIVILEGES TO AMERICANS BERVING IN ALIJID ARMIES,

Mr, SMOOT. From the Commiftee on Public Lands and
Surveys I also report back favorably, without amendment, the
joint resolution (H. J. Res. 180) extending the provisions of
the act of February 25, 1919, allowing credit for military serv-
ice during the war with Germany in homestead entries, and of
Public Resolution No. 29, approved February 14, 1920, allowing
a preferred right of entry for at least 60 days after the date
of opening in connection with lands opened or restored to entry
to citizens of the United States who served with the allied
armies during the World War, and I submit a report (No. 953)
thereon.

I am advised, Mr. President, by the Secretary of the In-
terior that there are a number of cases pending now before the
department, and he would like, if possible, to have the House
joint resolution passed so that those cases may be acted upon
and settled. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate con-
sideration of the joint resolution.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the
present consideration of the joint resolution?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I should like to ask the
Senator from Utah a question. I understood that some time
ago—immediately after the close of the war, I think it was, and

Respectfully,

during the last administration—there was a law passed giving
priority in homestead entries to veterans of the World War, Is
not that so?

Mr. SMOOT. That is true.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then, why is it necessary to enlarge
that right by this joint reselution? :

Mr. SMOOT. The joint resolution which I have reported
merely affects American citizens whe served during the war
with the armies of onr allies. All of the boys who served in
the Army of the Unifed States have that privilege, and the
joint resolution simply extends it to Ameriean citizens who
fought in the armies of the gllies.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. For instance, American boys who went
into the Capadian army.
; Mr. SMOOT. That is what the joint resolution is designed
0 cover.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I shall not object to the con-
sideration of the joint resolution if it does not lead te further
discussion.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the joint resolution?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which was
read, as follows:

Resolved, ete., That the provisions of the u:t
mary 25, 1919, allowing credit for militar ce during the war
with” German any in homestead entries, and of bIIc Resolution No. 29,
approved February 14, 1920, allowing a pmterreﬁ right of entry for
at least 60 days after the da ot n%en!ng in connection with lands
opened or restored Yo en are hereby exmnded to
app]]:r to those citizens of the Unlted States who served with the allied

mies during the World War, and who were honorably dlscharged.
upon their resumption of citizen in the United States, vided the
gervice with the allied armies shall be similar to the service with the
Army of the United States for which recognition is granted in the act
and resolution herein referred to.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without
amendment; ordered to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

Mr, SMOOT. In connection with the joint resolution, T ask
that the report of the committee accompanying it may be
printed in the REcorp,

There being no objection, the report (No. 953) was ordered
to be printed in the REcorp, as follows:

mmittee on Public Lands and Surveys, to whom was referred

of Feb-

the bill (H. J. Res, 180) extending the provisions of the act of Feb-
roary 26, 19 9. allowing credit for military service d the war
with Germany in homestead entries, and of Public Resolution” No.
29, approved

bruary 14, 1920, allowing a preferrved right of en for
at least 60 days after tl:la date of opening in connec lﬁm tri.u
opened or tored to entry to citizens of the United States wlm
served with the allied armies during the World War, having censidered
the same, report favorably thereon with the recommendation that the
bill do pass without nmendment

bill is fully explained in House Repert No. 678,

[House Report No. 678. Sixty-seventh Congress, second session.]
CREDIT FOR MILITARY SERVICH DURING WORLD WAR.

Mr. 8mrrE of Idabo, from the Committee on the Public Lands, sub-
mitted the following report to accompany House Joint Resolution 180 :

The Committee on the Public Lands_to whom was referred the Joint
resolution (H. J. Res. 180) extending the provisions of the act of Feb-
ruary 25, 1919, and of Public Resolution No. 20, having had the same
undeér consideration, report the same bu:k to the House with the !oliow

amendment and d that as ded the bill do pass
mend page 2, line 1, by tnserting lfter the word “ War " the words
“and who were lwnmblr " and a comma.

In recommending the of the measnre the committee recites
that before the United States became involved in the World War nu-
merous American mng men volunteered for service in the armies of
Franee, Great Britain, notably Canada, and possibly ether of the allied
nations. AFlln, after tha United States had entered the World War,
other Am who could not meet the high physical standards re-
qutwh&. 1;011- entrance into the service of the United States entered the
arm

These soldiers ggve service in the common cause in which the United
Stl::ites was engsged, similar to the service rendered by the American
soldiers. 3

Following the World War, by act of Congress, citisshx was
restored to all such cans who had forfeited their citizenship by
taking the oath of allegiance to a foreign country.

“There seems to be every reason why the prov!siona of the acts referred
to in this bill. applicable to those who were in the naval and military
forces of the United States d the World Wu, should w:fply uauy
to those other citizens of the United States who saw a‘)

armies of the Allies and whose citizemship bhas been resto

There is hereto attached lettet from the Aecting Secretary o! th.e
Interior to Hon. N. J. SiNxxorT of the Committee on the
Public Lands, indorsing the resofntion

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, August 9, 1921,
Eon.cN. J. SINNOTT,

hairman Omnmeﬂ on the Public Landa,
House aof Rrprrsewtnﬁfrrs.

MY Drar Me. Siyyorr: I hnveﬁgour request of July 29. 1921, for
report on House Joint Resolution 1! whieh I.\ r;gones to extend the pro-
vislons of the act of February 25, 1919, allow eredit for military
service during the war with Germany lu homestes.d entries and of
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Public Resolution No. 29, approved February 14, 1920, allowing a pref-
erence right of entrgil in connection with lands opened or restored to
entry to citizens of the United States who served with the allied armies
during the World War.

It is believed that the legislation proposed is meritorious, and I
therefore recommend that the resolution be enacted.

Respectfull
o £ E. C. Fisxey, Acting Secretary.
CIVIL WAR PENSIONS.

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President, some time ago the Senate
passed Senate bill 3275 increasing the rate of pension allowed
to Civil War veterans and the widows of such veterans. That
bill passed the House with certain amendments. A conference
was ordered between the two Houses on the disagreeing votes
thereon. As a member of the committee of conference, 1 de-
sire at this time to submit the conference report and ask
unanimous consent that it be taken up immediately for con-
sideration.

Mr, President, we are now in that season of the year when
good will and good cheer should prevail all over the land, and
I feel that it would be a splendid expression of gratitude on
the part of the people of this country to the veterans of the
Civil War now to consummate and complete this proposed
legislation so that it may be passed in time to permit the
signature of the President and may become a law as a Christ-
mas present to the children of Lincoln of 1861.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to ask the
Senator from New Mexico whether the conference report has
been made to the House and acted upon there?

Mr. BURSUM. It originated in the Senate.

Mr. SMOOT. Who asked for the conference?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate.

Mr, SMOOT. Then it should go to the House.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is advised that
the House granted the conference,

Mr., WARREN. Mr. President, the report should be sub-
mitted to the House first il they granted the conference. We
asked for a conference. In that case the other side granted it,
and it goes to them first, :

Mr., SMOOT. Yes; it goes to the House first.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I ask for th: regular order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to clear
up this matter. He is advised that there are no papers here
from the House, and, as he now understands, the conference
report is not in a position to be acted upon by the Senate until
some measure is received from the House of Representatives.

Mr. BURSUM. My understanding was that the Senate had
asked for this conference. ! .

Mr. SMOOT. But the House granted the confererfce, There-
fore the report must go to the House first.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President—

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, it seems to me that of
course the papers should properly go to the House that has not
asked the conference, and there the papers should stay until the
conferees report; but that is not the question involved. I un-
derstand that the papers are on the desk of the Senate; and
if the original papers are on the desk of the Senate and the
Senator from New Mexico got hold of them there is no reason
why the Senate can not act on the matter. It does not make
any difference how he got hold of them.

I know that a good many years ago, in reference to a tariff
bill that I reported to the House in a past administration, some-
body raised the question that the Senate was entitled to the
papers; but I had them, and I moved the adoption of the report,
and the bill went to the President. Of course, if there is any
real objection to the pension bill, that may be another matter;
but if there is not any objection to the pension bill the papers
are here, and there is no question that the Senate can act on the
matter if it wants to.

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the motion of the
Senator from New Mexico?

Mr. BURSUM., The motion is to agree to the conference
report. . »

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, if the original bill as it passed
is among the papers, then the statement of the Senator from
Alabama is correct; but if the original bill as it passed Congress
is not in those papers we have no right to it at all.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I agree with the Senator thoroughly;
but the Senator from New Mexico said that the original papers
were on the desk.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair endeavored to
state that the papers were not in the Senate, nor has the Senate
been notified of any action on the part of the House. The orig-
inal bill is not in the Senate and not on the desk,

Mr. UNDERWOQOD. That makes a different state of the
case, The Senator from New Mexico stated that he had the

original papers.

RURAL CREDITS,

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous comsent fo
have printed in the Recogp the report of the rural credits com-
mittee of the Conference of Farmers' Cooperative Marketing
Associations, held in Washington last week. There were pres-
ent at that conference representatives of about 1,000,000 mem-
bers of cooperative marketing associations, and this report em-
go;ﬂ;s their ideas as to rural credits legislation. It is very

rief,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
Chair hears none.
The report is as follows:

REPORT OF THE RURAL CREDITS COMMITTEE ADOPTED BY THE CONFERENCH
OF NATIONAL COUNCIL OF FARMERS' COOPERATIVE MARKETING ASSOCIA-
TIONS IN WASHINGTON, D. C., DECEMBER 15, 1922,

The committee on rural credits of the National Council of Farmers'
Cooperative Marketing Associations has made a survey of the subject
of farmers’ credits and the legislation proposed on such rural credits.

Your committee recommends as follows:

1. That this national council announces as a general policy that the
rimary reliance of the farmer for credits for production or for market-
ng should be upon the local banker, and that under normal conditions

the local banker is likely to meet the greater part of such needs.

2, That the Federal reserve system should modified 80 as to meet
the special requirements of farm credits and to permit the financing.
of farmers and farmers’ cooperative marketing associations conveniently
and efficiently through normal banking channels.

-That such modification involves primarily the extension of the ma-
turity of agricultural paper to a maximum limit of nine months, with the
fixing of cooperative marketing for loans on such’ agricultural paper
to any one cooperative marketing association to be fixed as 50 per cent
of the ecapital and sméplus of banks, members of the Federal reserve
system, subject to the Btate laws wherever applicable ; and that encour-
agement and inducement be made to have more State banks exercise
the privilege of membership in the Federal reserve system.

3. That the maximum basis of loans from farm loan banks be raised
from $10,000 to $25,000.

4, That adequate opportunity be presented for the creation of agri-
cultural credit corporations with sufficient minimum capital to purchase
or discount ordinary agricultural paper, with a maximum maturity
paper of nine months and live-stock paper with a maturity of not more
than three years; with rediscount corporations adequately capitalized to
purchase such paper from agricultural credit corporations, with the

rlvi!egie of rediscounting any such paper with its indorsement, through

ederal reserve system. :

5. That a farm credits department in the Federal land banks be set
up in each of the land banks, with a capital of £5,000,000, making a
total of $60,000,000 capitalized, against which credits may be issued
to the extent of appmxlmut:éy £600,000,000; and that these farm
credits departments of the Federal farm banks be authorized to dis-
count or purchase agricultural paper In a broad semse and to make
loans or advance directly to cooperative marketing associations and
agricultural cooperative credit organizatioms.

. That the right of the Federal land banks to purchase production
credits shall be limited to production credits where the note of the in-
dividual is indorsed by the cooperative credit assoclation or is secured
by a chattel mortgage on implements or animals, or both. and indorsed
by the local banks, or where the note or draft itself is made by &
coogemtl\'e credit association of producers: and that any Federal land
bank may exercise any of the powers herein granted in any section or
district of the United States. .

We further recommend that the Committee on Banking and Currency
of the House and Benate be requested to consider these suggestions
and to combine thein if possible into d& rural credits act, to be intro-
duced in such way as the committee may deem advisable.

The council announces as its policy that the cooperative marketing
assoclations do not ask anything from the Federal Government except
that legislation be enacted to permit farmers and farmers' organiza-
tions to have the same acecess to the Federal credits system, adapted
to its needs, that all industries now possess, and to make provision for
unforeseen emergencies by setting up a last reserve in such a manner as
1[;: skbove suggested in the farm credits department of the farm land

nks.

L » L] * - L] ]

THE MUSCLE SHOALS PLANT,

Mr. LADD. Mr. President, a few days ago my friend, the
able Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris], took occasion to
point out in the Senate what to him appeared to be injustices
in the Ford proposal, in part to purchase and in part to lease
Muscle Shoals, and he made some observations with regard to
the attitude of those who differed with him on the proposal
he has offered to the Senate and the country., To allow these
charges to go unanswered, and as sponsor for the Ford offer,
leaves me before the country, to say the least, in a compro-
mising position. I, therefore, Mr. President, propose to present
some phases of the other side of this great picture in which
the large majority of our people are deeply interested.

Mr, President, there is apparently a great division of opinion
as to the proper disposition of the great power project at
Muscle Shoals, and in this division of opinion and the result-
ant inaction I fear that we are faced with the serious possi-
bility of the plant either being scrapped or left in an uncom-
pleted and haphazard manner as a serious liability of the Gov-
ernment, In this divergence of views there are some very
meritorious ideas that are worthy of profound analysis, and
such an analysis can be made without the slightest reflection
upon the motives of anyone. There is honesty and integrity
that has stood the test of years, and such honesty and in-
tegrity as has been most intelligent in most of its endeavors;

Is there objection? - The

T By e e R e
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but, Mr. President, honesty and -integrity is not always in-
fallible in its application. Human mental processes will not
always allow us to reach the same conclusion, even with the
same statement of facts, because individual logle is different.
And when there is a different understanding as to fundamental
facts, It is quite reasonable to expect that there will be differ-
ent conclusions as to the proper action to take.

There can be but little doubt, Mr. President, that if it had
not been for the offer of Henry Ford, Muscle Shoals wounld be
on its way to the scrap heap to-day; indeed, it would probably
already have been there—save such portions as were desired
by particular interests, and which they would probably have
acquired for a song. Furthermore, it is doubtful if very much
would have been sald about the serapping, but by common con-
sent it would have been agreed that it was a great failure and
a great blunder—chargeable to war cost—and it would have
made its way to destruction, just as have so mahy other things
that have come in the pathway of special privilege.

There is another thing, Mr. President, that we must bear in
mind, and that is Mr. Ford was requested to make a bid for this
property, and he did so upon the invitation of the Government.
He has made his offer and has simply requested that we accept
it or reject it; if there has been pro-Ford-offer propaganda, it
has sprung from the American people, who know what they
want in the way of the disposition of this plant, The burden
is not upon Henry Ford to show that his proposition is the
best thing_ for the country, but the burden is upon the Ford
opponents Yo produce a better proposition. Mr. Ford's attitude
is above reproach. He complied with the request of his Govern-
ment and made an offer; that offer certainly resulted in saving
Muscle Shoals from the scrap heap. Suddenly other men
decided there was some value to the proposition ; now Mr. Ford's
position is simply “accept my offer or reject it,” the responsi-
bility is upon us. It would come with very poor grace for
anyone to rise upon this floor and propagate the insinuation
that Henry Ford is frying to graft something from the Govern-
ment, I hope and believe that it will not be done,

FACTS VERSUS FICTION.

Mr. President, since the burden must be upon the opponents
of the Ford offer to produce a better proposition, I first wish
to direct attention to what is believed by some to be a solution
of the problem, before I specifically answer some of the objec-
tions that have been made to the Ford offer.

My good friend, the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norgis], is
advocating a proposition about which he said (page 178, Cox-
GRESSIONAL RIEcorp, December 7, 1922), “if the Senator will de-
vote his energies and his eloquence to getting the Ford people to
support the bill I have tried to get through, we will help the
Alabama farmer ten thousand times more than the Ford propo-
gition, if carried out, would help him. We will furnish him
fertilizer at a price which does not include even an 8 per cent
profit” I have no doubt, Mr. President, thdt the Senator
believes every word of what he has said, and that his faith In
his proposition is very much larger than the size of a mustard
seed, but his belief is not conclusive evidence that he is right
in his conclusions, He might have faith sufficient to remove
-mountains and still be wrong in his ideas as to the disposition
of Muscle Shoals. Should, under his plan, the manufacture
of fertilizer be successful and should that fertilizer be sold to
the farmer at cost, Henry Ford might, even then—at a profit
of 8 per cent—produce it and sell it to the farmer very much
cheaper. There is no argument in that part of his statement.
As to his statement that his proposition “will help the Ala-
bama farmer ten thousand times more than the Ford proposi-
tion,” I think I will be able to show in pointing out some
features of his bill that he has tremendously overestimated the
possibilities of farmer aid provided for in this proposed measure,
#An fact, I seriously doubt if the Senator really understands the
possibilities, yea, the probabilities, of his bill,

In studying it I think I understand just what the Senator
would like to accomplish; but his bill strikes me as being only
a preamble to something more gigantic and, when beyond his
control, something that would probably prove frightful in ifs
consequences, What the Senator would like to accomplish and
what his bill proposes are two separate and distinct things.
The Senator believes that under his bill there will be a great
development at Muscle Shoals, great reservoir dams built, vast
endeavors in research. It is a glorious pieture that he paints
when he waxes eloquent on this subject, and he waxes eloquent
because he believes that his bill will accomplish all these things,
But, Mr. President, I make this expression of belief: If Senate
bill 3420, as introduced by the Senator from Nebraska, should
be passed and become a law, just tlie opposite of all these
desirable things enumerated by the Senator would happen, If

LXIV—47

there was any special interest that wanted Muscle Slioals, such
as the Alabama Power Co., for instance, I do not see how they
could draw a more subtle measure, such as would stand a chance
of being slipped by the people of this country, than the Norris
bill. I am sure that the Senator from Nebraska has never
taken this viewpoint of the matter, but I am going to try to
point out to the Senate some of the provisions of his bill,

WHAT THE NORRIS BILL PROPOSES.
The caption of the biil is—

To provide for the manufacture of explosives for the use of the Army
and Navy, to Provide for the manufacture of fertilizer for agricultural
purposes, to Incorporate the Federal Chemical Corporation, and for
other purposes.

The first section of the bill clearly authorizes and directs the
Secretary of War “to cause surveys to be made” above the
dams on the Tennessee River and its tributaries “for the
purpose of locating storage reservoirs,” However, there is no
appropriation provided for this work, and there must be fur-
ther legislation if the surveys are made. The section further
provides—
df a suitable gite or zites can be found upon such investizgation where
mcticﬂ storage reservoirs can be obtained at reasonable cost, the

retary is directed to take the necessary ste(ra to secure such sites
and to build the necessary dams for the impounding of water therein.

The defect in this is that the decision is left entirely with the
Secretary of War as to whether or not suitable sites are found,
and if they “can be obtained at reasonable cost.” Therefore,
it is left to the Secretary of War to decide whether or not
there are suitable sites and if the cost at which they can be
obtained is reasonable. What more authority could he desire,
should he want to delay actlon, than to have such decisions
left entirely within his power? Does anyone suppose that under
these times of * normalcy " that the enormous business inter-
ests of this country that are in conflict with Muscle Shoals
development would be challenged and antagonized by the seleec-
tion of sites and the development of dams for the purpose of
the Government going into competition with large private
capital? Would the present administration go contrary in
this matter to its avowed policy of taking the Government out
of business? Does the Senator contemplate a delay of at least
two years in this matter until the present administration passes
into history and then take his chances with another administra-
tion that would probably prove just as positive in the same
kind of policy? - In addition to that, suppose the Secretary of
War should select such sites, and suppose he should find that
he could purchase such sites at * reasonable cost,” then before
he can buy them he wlll have to come to Congress for an
appropriation. Indeed, this is splendid machinery to create all
the delay that any interest who might desire the serapping of
Muscle Shoals could desire. In so far as this bill providing a
means that will result in the development of the upper reaches
of the Tennessee River and its tributaries and establishing these
desirable reservoirs is concerned, we might as well discard the
idea as merely a pleasant pipe dream.

Mr, NORRIS. Mr. President—.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. LADD, I yield.

Mr. NORRIS, I would like to ask the Senator, if the propo-
sition that this survey be made by the War Department is not
proper, if it ought to be done in some other way, whether he
would make a suggestion as to where the power should be
placed rather than in the Secretary of War? Let me state to
the Senator that I put it in the hands of the Secretary of War
because the Secretary of War has the men, and the War De-
partmenf has always been the Instrumentality by which such
surveys have been made. I would be very giad indeed if the
Senator could suggest a better place to put it. I would be glad,
if the bill was before us, to accept an amendment from the
Senator from North Dakota or any other Senator lodging the
power in beiter hands. Would the Senator be willing to put
it in the hands of the corporation which it is proposed to
set up?

Mr, LADD. No; I will perhaps show, as I go on further,
the reason why I would not be willing to put it in the hands
of the corporation.

Mr. NORRIS. I am referring to the survey. Assuming that
we pass the bill, and the. ¢corporation provided for in the bill
is set up, would the Senator rather put the power in the hands
of the corporation than in the hands of the Secretary of War?

Mr. LADD. No; but I would want some control over it.

Mr. NORRIS. Where would the Senator put it? The Sena-
tor will admit, will' he not, that this survey and the building of
these reservoirs on the Tenunessee for storage purposes are
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'absolutely necessary if we are to get the maximum amount of
electrical energy out of the Tennessee River?

Mr, LADD. There is no question there. What I maintain is
that the machinery is so cumbersome, the time required would
be so long, the delays would be just what the epposition would
desire in order to prevent action. Before the survey can be
made there must be appropriations, and after the survey is made
there must then be further appropriations and money raised
from some source with which to purchase those sites.

Mr. NORRIS, The Senator must admit that provision of|
the machinery for bringing about the building of the storage
reservoirs, if they are to be built, is just as important as the
completion, for instance, of Dam No. 2 or Dam Ne. 3, particu-
larly Dam No. 2. They could go on just the same, and it
would necessarily have to be delayed long enough to make the
spurveys. If there is any other way to do it more guickly I
want to say to the Senator that I would be delighted to have
him suggest it and I would be glad to adopt it.

Mr. LADD. I think, if the Senator will allow me fo go on, 1
will point out some of those things before I am through,

Mr, NORRIS. Very well. 7

Mr. LADD. Tt does not require very much experience in the
National Legislature to know that there is frequently a differ-
ence of opinion between those who recommend appropriations
and the Congress that grants such appropriations. Consider-
ing the various interests wconcerned about what happens fo
Muscle Shoals, and the difficulty that this Congress has had
with that very proposition during the past two years, it is not
an unreasonable comjecture that young men wounld blossem
‘into the grave during the process of its long-drawn-out develop-
ment, should it be developed by the Government and for the
Government at all.

Mr. NORRIS. May I interrapt the Senator again?

Mr. LADD. Certainly.

Mr. NORRIS. Either now, ar atsome other time in the course
_of his remarks, I wish the Senator would point out to the Senate
and te the country where in the Ford proposal there is any
proposition to survey the river and to build storage reservoirs,
which everybody admits are necessary to the full and maximum
enjoyment of the water power there. Has the Ford propesition
in it anywhere anything which would bind the Ford corporation
to «do anything of that kind, or have they even suggested such
a contingency ?

Mr. LADD. I will deal with those subjects somewhat later.

Mr, NORRIS. Very well.

Mr. LADD. In so far as the bill relates to the development
of such reservoirs, it sounds like only a preamble to svhat might
be desired.

FEDERAL 'CHEMICAL CORPORATION.

In sections 4 and 5 are found provisions for the chartering of
“The Federal Chemical ‘Corporation,” and all of the powers of
this se-called eorporation are set forth. These two sections
are very important, Mr. President. They are as follows:

Sgc. 4. That there is hereby rated and created a eorporation
by the name, style, and title of “ The Federal Chemical Co atien "
tﬁcreluarter referred to as the corporation). Baid eorporatien skall
have perpetual soccession and shall have power—

1) To adopt, use, and alter a corporate seal;

}2{ To sue and be sued, and to complain and to defend in any court
of law and ity within the United States;

(3) To make and enforce such contracts as may be necessary to carry
out the provisions of this act;

{4) To sappolnt and fix the compensation of such m&o%am-
“meys, and agents as are necessary for the transaction of the b ess of
the corporation, to define their duties, bonds of them, and fix
'the alties thereof; but in no case ghall any such employee receive

ary in excess of $12,000 per amnum;

(5) To prescribe, amend, and r by-laws mnot Incomsistent with
{this act for the conduct of its business; and

i\ - 16) To exercise all the rights, powers, and privileges conferred upon
|4t by this act and such additional powers as may be necessary to carry
out the provisione of this act.

Smc. 5. That the business of sald corporation ghall be transacted by
a board of directors (hereinafter called the board), consisting of three
persons, to be appoin by the President of the United 8 by and
with the advice and consent of the Benate. Members of oard
ghall hold their offices during goof behavior and shall recelve a sal
| of 37.500 per year, payable monthly: Provided, That any member
| gaid board may be removed from office at any time by & concurrent
resolution of the House of Rheipresentntlves and the Senate. No member
of said board shall @uring his continnanee in office be hmged in :&

other bmm:euébnt shall ﬁn his entire time to the ess of
corporation. BSaid board shall select one of its members as president.
| 1t shall select u&treasurer and as many assistant treasurers as it deems
proper, and treagurer and assistant treasnrers may be rations
or banking institutions and shall give such security for the
of the moneys of said corporation as the board may refqnlm. In the
appointment of officials and the gelection of empleyees for smid corpo-
romotion of any such or officials no
2it
bo

ration and in the employees
Eolitlcal test or gualifications shall be ]femntad or given cengideration,
ut all such appointments and promoetions shall be given and-made .on
the hasis of merit and cficiency. The board sha publicity to
any wregosst, coming from any souree, asking for amy favor ia /be
of any xrsnn or the promotion of any employee. Any member of said
board o permits the use of pclitical or ?nrt‘lnan influence in the selee-
tion of any employee, or i the promotion of any such employee of

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

#ald eorporation, or ngidera 1
ations in the official ‘;hcanglv:t. :ﬁ.’d %gard. orﬁz]ﬁq‘fﬂﬂp&;ﬂ?ggléﬂg%ﬁ
ﬁntical influence has been or is attemlnted, does not give publicity to

e same, shall be deemed quilty of a misdemeanor and upon econvicti
thereof shall be fined in a sum not exceeding $1.000 or smprisoned
not to exceed six months, or both such fine and imprisonment, and the
conviction of any member of said board of the offense herein
shall have the effect of removing such member from office.

Mr. President, T want to observe right here that the attempt
to build up a merchant marine by means of a private corpora-
tion under governmental control was practically the same char-
acter of machinery as that proposed in this bill. That attempt,
although started in good faith, resulted in failure, waste, ex-
frayagance, and the greatest scandals in the history of our
Government. Even now we are faced with the colossal task of
scrapping, junking, subsidizing, and a general untangling of
business mismanagement that is so bad as to stagger the
imagination and so rotten that it almost becomes necessary for
us to put on gas masks as we approach the task. We have no
assurance that we will not be faced with a very much greater
problem in untangling the complications that will certainly re-
sult should Senate bill 3420 become a_law.

Mr. NORRIS. In drawing the provisions which the Sepator
has just read, I was moved by a desire to make this corporation
entirely independent of partisan or political control, as much as
human ingenuity could make it so. Of course, I understand
that the Senator is opposed to the Government gperating any-
fhing. He is opposed to the Government operating anything
either through the instrumentality of a corporatiof or other-
wise, and I concede he has a right to that opinion; but I would
like fo ask the Senator again if he can point out any amend-
ment which would improve the measure or avoid the dangers
he says exist, which I do not believe exist. I would be glad
to have him de if. I do not c¢laim to have the last word in the

.| construction of an act providing for a corporation. I welcome

any criticism tending fo improve it, and even though the Sena-
tor is epposed to Government operation of anything, I wish he
would take the viewpoint of one who believes that there are
some things the Government ought to do and, taking that view-
point, assist to the extent of his great ability in suggesting
amendments which would avoid the pitfalls he says are certain
to overtake the eorporation,

Mr. LADD. Mr. President, 1f the Norris bill comes before the
Senate I shall offer some amendments and suggestions, in the
first place; in the second place, I want to correct the statement
of the Senator that T am opposed to Government operation and
ownership. Just the opposite to that; I am in favor of Govern-
ment ownership and operation of certain industries, and .espe-
cially those which may be considered as public utilities, but I
am not in favor of such operation unless I am convinced that
it is going to be for the best interests of all the people of the
country. ;

Mr. NORRIS, I assumed from other things he has said about
this proposition that the Senator was opposed to Government
operation, because the bill I have reported, the one setting up
this corporation, provides one method of Government operation.
I am not criticizing the Senator because he is opposed to it. He
has a perfect right to be opposed to the Government operafion
at Muscle Shoals, of course, and to be in favor of Government
operation of public utilities. But does not the Senator favor
Government contrel of any kind of the use of electricity which
is generated from our navigable streams?

Mr. LADD. I certainly am, and if the Senator will wait
until T am through I think he will find that I pointed out some
of the reasons.

Mr. XORRIS. If the Senator is in favor of that, I would
like to have him explain why he is favorable to the Ford
offer, which proposes that the Government shall turn over to
the Ford corporation, without any regulation, all of the surplug
energy which will be generated at Muscle Shoals.

Mr. LADD. I can nof agree with the Senator that such is
done; but 1 prefer to discuss the matter along this line, and
take up those other matters on another occasion,

WHICH, A COMMISSION OR A CORPORATION?

Let us notice for a mement the character of this proposed
corporation.

First, does this bill actually ereate a corporation? There
is some doubt in my mind as to whether this is a corporation
or is simply a commission., We will take it for granted, how-
ever, that it is a corporation. 1If it is, there is no limit upon
its capital, and should it become necessary to have capital in
order to begin its operatioms, then that capital wust be obtained
by appropriation of ‘Congress eor the corporation must rely
upon its own resemrees in order to obtain money, If capital |
§s to be wmapplied by am appropriation of Oengress, then there
is a still further delay, and there is no assurance to the Ameri-
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can people as to what amounts will be required. Indeed, it is
entirely probable that each succeeding Congress will be besieged
with requests for additional appropriations. It is safe to as-
sume that there can be no activity in the way of manufacturing
fertilizer unless the corporation is at least supplied with suffi-
cient capital for operating expenses, But suppose the corpo-
ration should not wait upon Congress for an appropriation,
but depends entirely upon its own resources, and the directors
should decide that it was necessary to borrow momney for op-
erating expenses, Under paragraph (3) of section 4 the cor-
poration has the power “to make and enforce such contracts
a4s may be necessary to carry out the provisions of this act.”
Under this authority thie corporation could borrow money and
secure it by mortgage upon any property that was in its pos-
session, and the first step would be made toward turning it
over to private control, or else pave the way for burdensome
appropriations in order for Congress to save the situation.
ALABAMA POWER CO. AND GORGAS.

It may be contended that funds would be provided by that
portion of section 6 which reads, “Said corporation is author-
ized to negotiate with the Alabama Power Co. for the purpose
of settling the difficulties existing between the Government of
the United States and the said power company by virtue of the
joint ownership of the power plant at Gorgas, Ala.; and it is
authorized to sell the interest of the Government of the United
States in said plant to the said Alabama Power Co., and to use
the money received therefor in the operation of its business as
hereinbefore described.” But there is nothing in the act which
prescribes just what that settlement would be, and the red
tape of negotiation for settlement might be strung out over a
period of years, most especially should the Alabama Power Co,
decide that it would be desirable to delay and hamper the
corporation as long as possible. And I might observe in this
connection, Mr. President, that it is doubtful if the Alabama
Power Co. itself could have drawn a provision that would have
been more pleasing to them than this provision which assures
them the ownership of the Gorgas plant. It makes it impossible
for the directors to dispose of the interest of the Government
to anyone else, and serves notice to the Alabama Power Co.
that they will have no competition but can negotiate as long
as they please and finally, no doubt, settle on their own terms:
and that would be most especially true should the corporation
experience some period wherein it was short of funds and
would be willing to make considerable sacrifice in order to
obtain money. 7

Mr. President, this bill either provides for a private corpora-
tion or a simple commission or it provides nothing. If it is a
private corporation—and it must be, since it is to be granted
. a legal entity and the right to sue and be sued, and to adopt,
use, and alter a corporate seal, make and enforce contracts,
and the other rights of a corporation—then there are some
very serious aspects of its powers that should be carefully
considered.

In the first place, “said corporation shall have perpetual
sunccession.” The bill reserves to Cengress no rights to alter,
amend, or repeal, and once it is organized and contractual
relations established, Congress can not in any way alter or
change the law or the powers granted under it, because all the
powers granted in the act become part of the contracts entered
into by it. On the other hand, if it is not such a private cor-
poration, and Congress has the right to change the law, then
the whole act is nothing but a scrap of paper, because any
succeeding Congress may change it. It is well established that
no Congress has the power to bind any succeeding Congress,

GOVERNMENT WITHOUT CONTROL.

The fact that the corporation is supposed to be controlled by
the Government does not affect the legal position of the cor-
poration. This situation again parallels the situation in the
Emergency Fleet-Corporation. The Supreme Court held (Octo-
ber term, 1921) in the case of Sloan Shipyards Corporation
et al, appellants, v. United States Shipping Board Emergency
Fleet Corporation and the United States of America, that—

The United States took all the stock, but that did not affect the
legal position of the company.

Indeed, there is another point to consider: This corporation
being a private corporation, could it compete with other con-
cerns to the extent that it was injurious to their business, and
would it not be brought under the restrictions of the Sherman
Act, the Federal Trade Commission acts, and other regulato
measures? If so, then all of the wonderful possibilities that the
Senator claims for it as an aid to the farmer begin to fade
into insignificance. Indeed, it can not be a private corpora-
tion for one purpose and at the same time be a Government
commission for another purpose. It must be one or the other;
it can not blow hot and cold.

IS IT A PRIVATE CORPORATION®

This corporation being a private corporation can very easily
get around the provision that attempts to limit the salary of
any employee to $12.000 per annum. Congress may provide
that in its charter, but since it is a private corporation and the
empl_oyees are not under the direction of Congress, tlere is
nothing to prevent the payment of fees and commissions in addi-
tion to the salary. Of course, if the salaries were to be paid
by appropriations of Congress, then Congress could direct the
expenditure of its appropriation. But it is contemplated that
this corporation will receive great funds from sources other
than Congress,

Nm.v. lgt us consider for a moment another grave provision
in this bill, and that is that the business of the corporation—
shall be tramsacted by a board of director usistin -
sons, to be aiapointed by the President of fhewUnlited gs&tteg? “l:f 29:':1
with the advice and consent of the Senate. Members of said board
shall hold their office during good behavior and shall receive:a salary
of $7,500 per year, payable monthly: Provided, That any member of
said board may be removed from office at any time by a concurrent
resolution of the House of Representatives and the Senate.

What the Senator has attempted to do here may be com-
mendable, but he has actually done nothing other than to
provide that the President shall appoint these directors by and
with the advice and consent of the Senate, and that they shall
hold their office during good behavior. Notwithstanding the
fact that the Senator attempts to reserve to Congress the
right to remove these directors by a concurrent resolution, he
has not done so. The President has the right of appointment
here and he alone will be the judge of *good behavior,” and
if the President decides that they shall come out or stay in
his word alone is final. The only way that Congress can re-
move one of them is by the constitutional method of impeach-
ment or by abolishing the office, and since the bill does not
reserve the right to alter, amend, or appeal, then Congress can
not abolish the job. This whole question has been thoroughly
thrashed out and settled. The question arose during the first
administration of President Cleveland and the whole matter
is set forth at length in Senate Report No. 135 of the Forty-
ninth Congress, first session. So the Senator simply places
these three directors in the same category of all other presi-
dential appointees, and, notwithstanding the fact that he has
provided a misdemeanor, punishable by fine or imprisonment,
for the use of political influence in the selecting of officers and
employees of the corporation, yet these directors will not come
within that provision, and they will be subject to the pleasure
of each succeeding administration.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TowNsEND in the chair).
Does the Senator from North Dakota yield to the Senator
from Nebraska?

Mr. LADD. I yield. :

Mr. NORRIS. Does the Senator contend that a new Presi-
dent coming could remove one of those directors?

Mr, LADD. He alone has the authority.

Mr. NORRIS. He would not have authority to remove them
any more than he has authority to remove an appointee of the
Supreme Court. Does the Senator contend that the President,
for instance, President Harding, could remove a member of the
Federal Trade Commission?

Mr. LADD. T am not referring to that; I am referring to
what took place under the Cleveland administration and a
similar power under the bill here.

Mr, NORRIS. Oh, the Senator must be in error about it,
The President would not have any authority to remove one of
those men, and the only reason the Senator gives why he
would have the aunthority is because he has the appointing
power. He would not have any more authority to remove one
of them than he would have to remove a member of the Fed-
eral Trade Commission. Does the Senator seriously contend
that by concurrent resolution the proposed directors could not
be removed?

Mr. LADD. T say there is some grave doubt about it.

Mr. NORRIS. 1 do not think there is a particle of doubt, but
if there is, and if the appointment plan is not right, if the
Senator has a better way, I would be very glad to follow it. I
call the Senator’s attention to the fact that the bill never even
came before the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry so an
opportunity was had for anybody to suggest an amendment,
The Senator himself was one of the members, and the other
Ford supporters helped him to prevent even the consideration
of those propositions by the committee and voted to prevent it
from having any opportunity to amend it or even to discuss it.
I would like to have the Senator assist us in a constructive
way. If there is something wrong with it, or if there is any-
thing that can be offered to improve it—and I have no doubt
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the Senator could indicate many places where It ought to be

improved—I would go with him whole-heartedly and en-
deavor to improve it in every respect.

Mr. LADD, That is just why I am trying to point out at
this time some of the defects, as I consider them, in the bill.
It was only because the Senator made the remark he did a few
days ago in the course of his observations that I am led to
make the statement I am now making.

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator, it seems to me, is inconsistent
in pointing them out now when he and the other Ford men
prevented the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry from
doing just what I say I would like to have done by construe-
tive statesmen like the Senator—to suggest amendments and
improve the measure.

Mr. LADD. And those who are opposed to the Ford offer
prevented action also on the other side equally well,

Mr. NORRIS. What action?

Mr. LADD. Favorable action for consideration of the Ford

offer.

Mr. NORRIS. The majority of the committee was against
accepting the Ford proposition. The majority of the commit-
tee, composed of all the Ford men and a few members of the
committee who were probably opposed to either proposition,
went with the Senator and the other Ford men and prevented
the improvement of the bill that ought te be made if the
Senator’s criticism is right.

FOLITICAL MAEESHIFTS.

Mr. LADD. But even in the question he raises about the
use of political influence, what is to be the definition of “political
or partisan influence”? Who is to determine these things?
Is it to be done by a court and jury? Mr. President, the wlhole
idea is simply visionary. We will never accomplish anything
in the way of reform by such makeshift measures.

May I direct the attention of the Senate to this thought:
Since these directors are to come in the class of other political
presidential appointees, who for one moment doubts that they
will be subjected to the same pressure of the same old in-
terests? Mr. President, this hill would simply result in a finan-
cial juggernaut, a collossus that would crush the whole project.
Instead of proving a salvation to the farmer it would prove
a curse. I know that the Senator has conscientiously given a

great deal of time and thought to this-subject, and that there

is no man in the Senate who has the Interests of the people
more at heart, but he has evidently taken some very bad
advice in this matter.

WOULD PROTECT BIG BUSINESS.

To this private corporation, with this loose organization, with
practieally no governmental regulation, is to be granted all of
these great properties and without consideration. Mr. Presi-
dent, if there were designing big interests who wanted to
«trick” the American people out of all this property, they
could not desire a better measure than this bill to accomplish
their purpose.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator tell just how
the big interests would get it? How would they get it away
from this corporation? !

Mr. LADD. I shall have to object to further interruption
at this time and must confine myself to a full discussion of the
matter in my own way.

To accept this means of settling the Muscle Shoals matter
means to accept & proposition that will either terminate in
gcrapping the entire project, or eventually turning it over
to some special interests for practically nothing. Under this
arrangement, Mr, President, like the  Shipping Board, it will
be made to show losses if it is actually making money. It
will soon be held up to the American people as a dismal failure,
a white albatross around our necks, a thing to be gotten rid
of in some manner—to be “ wished " off on some private parties
if they are willing to assume the burdens. The farmer's dream
of cheap fertilizer will vaporize into the heavens. It is not a
pleasant thing to say it, but it is a fact that we must face.

That the administration does not indorse Government owner-
ghip or operation of public utilities is clearly evident from
statements: set forth in President Harding’s address before
Congress when he said, speaking of the railroads: -

Government operation. does not afford the cure. It was Government
operation which brought ns to the very state of things against which we
now rebel, and we are still lignidating the costs of that supreme folly.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I shall not interrupt the Sen-
ator if he meant what he said awhile ago that he did not want
to be interrupted further. Of course, the Senator has a right
to objeet to interruption, and without eomplaint I shall aceept
his suggestion. If he objects I ghall not ask any gquestions, but
I would like to ask on the proposition he has just mentioned——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. LADD. I yield for a question only. :

Mr, NORRIS. Does the Senator agree with the President of
the United States on what he has just read from the President's
message?

Mr, LADD. I do not.

Mr. NORRIS. Then on the Muscle Shoals proposition the

Senator does agree with the President, who is opposed to my

bill, as is the Senator. Is that true?

Mr. LADD. That is not entirely true.

Mr. NORRIS, How true is it? How much truth is there in
it? The President has said that he is opposed to my bill, and
I think he is, and the Senator from North Dakota is opposed
to it. Does the Senator agree with the President?

Mr. LADD. As I shall state further on in my remarks, when
there is presented a bill providing Government ownership or
otherwise that is more favorable to the people, in my judgment,
than the Ford offer, I shall drop the Ford offer and take up the
new proposition within 20 minutes,

Mr. NORRIS. I wish the Senator would prepare such a bill.

I would like to go with him on it, or medify mine so it will

meet that contingency. 3

Mr. LADD. DMr. President, if one but studies governmental
operation and control of our railroads, of the magnificent fleet
of ships owned by the United States, and other activities, one
can not escape being convinced that there is no intention on the:
part of certain great interests in permitting Government owner-
ship to succeed even in handling or operating publie, utilities
in the interest of all the people, but it may be done for the-
benefit of certain groups. For New York to build a great State-
awned elevator to bandle grain, to promote foreign export, to
insure a needed food supply for New York City, and for the
special benefit of the middlemen and speculators is lauded as
good business and a great achievement. That there should be
built a great grain elevator and magnificent cotton warehouses
by Louisiana to promote foreign export through New Orleans
by the middlemen and speculators is again acclaimed as a

great achievement and proper use of governmental funds, but.

when the producers of my own State propose to erect an
elevator to be used for the benefit of the producers in that great
basic industry, agriculture, now prostrate because of unfair
discrimination on the part of the Government, the manipulation
of middlemen and grain specunlators with protection of a four
to five decision by courts to overthrow the lower courts, the
building of such an elevator by the State is nation-wide ac-
claimed as paternalism, the putting of Government into busi-
ness, as interfering with the sacred rights of privilege who
already have gained control of the insurance companies, banks,
mills, railroads, and mines, and who are now seeking to con-
trol the land, and by the policy adopted through credit control
are fast accomplishing their purpose. Those who advocate
such a policy for State warehouses are branded as socialists
and dangerous citizens, and at times mob rule encouraged and
protected by self-appointed representatives of special privilege
which marks a forward step in evolution of government by and
for the people. We are now at the fork of the road; which.
way shall we proceed?

The Sepator from Nebraska stated in his speech in the Sen-
ate on December 7 (p. 175, CoxGrEssIONAL REcorD) that—

When the farmers of America understand the iniquity of this Ford
geropositiou they will rise en masse and condemn it, and they will con-

mn any man who stands for it.

May I but eantion the Senator, Mr, President, that Haman
hung on his own gibbet.

The Senator seems to be afraid of corporations, yet he does
not seem to realize that he proposes to create a private corpora-
tion that will have infinitely more of power than the one pro-
posed by Mr. Ford, and infinitely less of control, supervision,
and regulation than the one proposed by Mr. Ford. To my
mind, Mr. President, the proposition does not harmonize in the
least with the wonderful fight the Senator has made during a
long period of years in behalf of the people, 3

Perhaps we are all prone to overlook faults in our own crea-
tion, but it seems to me that the Senator does not apply the
same rules of analysis to his own proposition that he insists
upon applying to the Ford proposal. Both are private corpora-
tions, and there is the distinction that the Ford corporation
will have less of power and equally as mueh, if not more, of
regulation under the general laws than will have the pro-
posed Norris corporation. I know of nothing that will exempt.
the Ford corporation from the operation of the Federal Trade
Commission acts, the Sherman Act, and other regulatory
measures,
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AMOUXT OF FEERTILIZERS USED.

Mr. President, during the years from 1913 to 1920, inclu-
sive, the average annual amount of fertilizer used in the
United States was 6,543,435 tons (House bearings on Muscle
Shoals propositions, p. 96).

1 wish to direct the attention of the Senate to paragraph 15
of the Ford offer, which is as follows: =

Since the manufacture, sale, and distribution of commercial fertl-
lizers to farmers and other users thereof constitutes ome of the princi-
pal considerations of this offer, the company expressly agrees that,
continuously throughout the lease period, except as it may be prevented
by reconstruction of the plant itself, or by war, strikes, accidents,
fires, or other causes beyond its control, it will manufacture nitrogen
and other commercial fertilizers, mixed at nitrate plant No. Z, or its
equivalent, or at such other plant or flants adjacent or mear thereto
as it may construct, uslng the most economical source of power
available. The annual production of these fertilizers shall have a
nitrogen content of at least 40,000 tons of fixed nitrogen, which is the
present annual capacity of nitrate plant No. 2. If during the lease
period said nitrate plant No. 2 is destroyed or damaged from any
ecause, the company agrees to restore such plant, within a reasonable
time, to its former capacity, and further agrees:

(a) To determine by research whether by means of electrle furnace
methods and induostrial chemistry there may be produced, on a com-
mercial seale, fertilizer compounds of higher grade and at lower
prices than farmers and other users of commercial fertilizers have in
the past been able to obtain, and to determine whether in a broad way
the application of electricity and industrial cbem!strg mg fccom-
plish for the agricultural indostry of the country wbhat they have
economlenlly accomplished for other industries, and if so found and
determined, to reasonably employ such improved methods.

(b) To malntain nitrate plant No, 2 in its present siate of readi-
ness, or its equivalent, for immediate operation in the manufacture of
materials necessary in time of war for the production of explosives.

This language seems to be plain enough for anyone to under-
stand that the company is bound * continuously throughout the
lease period ™ to “manufacture nitrogen and other commercial
fertilizers, mixed or unmixed, and with or without filler, ac-
cording to demand.” We will discuss Mr, Ford's personal lia-
bility a littie later on.

Algo, “the annual production of these fertilizers shall have
a nitrogen content of at least 40,000 tons of fixed nitrogen.”
There seems to bé some contention over this point, Mr. Presi-
dent, and some of the opponents of the Ford offer seek con-
solation in the fact that his obligation to manufacture fertilizer
is limited to that amount. There had to be a minimum, and
the only reasonable minimum to take was the annual capacity
of nitrate plant No. 2, which was the only plant that was run-
ning successfully, The fact that Mr. Ford has agreed upon a
minimum does not mean at all that he will not produce more.
But suppose that he should not produce but the minimum
amount, what then?

FORD WOULD MAKE A FOURTH OF ALL FERTILIZERS USED.

How much of commercial fertilizer would that be? I quote
from page 367 of the House hearings:

Mr. Ford agrees in his offer “ to operate mitrate plant No. 2 at the
approximate present annual capacity of its machinery and equipment
in the production of nitrogen and other commercial fertilizers (said
capacity being equal to approximately 110,000 tons of ammonium
nitrate per annum) throughout the lease period,” ete.

He tgen-tore agrees to make nitrogen commereial fertilizers and
other kinds of commercial fertilizers requiring for.their nitrogen con-
tent an amount of nitrogen equal to the amount of nitrogen contained
in 110,000 tons of ammonium nitrate. Since ammonium nitrate is 35
per cent nitrogen, 110,000 tons of ammonium nitrate contains 38,500
tons of nitrogen. This is sufficient nitrogen to make—

Ammonium suiphate (24 per cent nitrogen), 160,000 tons; sodlum
(Chilean) nitraté (16 per cent nitrogen), 240,000 tons; 2-8-2 com-
meorcial fertilizer (2 per cent nitrogen), 1,925,000 tons.

It should not be understood, however, that Mr. Ford intends to
make any of these, for it Is his erpresaeﬂ purpose to produce a more
concentrated Xlant food than any of the above forms.

If Mr. Ford should succeed in producing a more concentrated plant
food, and can save the farmers in the wei%ht of fertilizer shipments,
he will cut down a great deal of the fertilizer expense in freight. It
will be seen by these figures, however, that under the proposition to
which Mr. Ford is obligated he will produce a minimum of nearly
2,000,000 tons of 2-8-2 commercial fertilizer, or about one-fourth of
the amount required for American use. [If the theory that the price
obtained for our 10 per cent surplus in farm commodities governs the
price we obtain for the entire crop means anything, then it should be
equally true that the price Mr. Ford will make for his amount of
fertilizers, equaling about 25 per cent of what we need for national
consumption, should equally affect the price for all the fertilizer sald in
the United States. 1f the theory holds good in one instance, it should
hold good in the other.

REDUCE THE COST OF FERTILIZERS,

Even the opponents of the Ford offer seem to think that Mr.
Ford will reduce the cost of fertilizer. It is not necessary to
assume that he will cut the price in two. That would be very
desirable, but suppose he should only rednce the price by $5 per
ton, that alone would mean a saving to the American farmer of
approximately $35,000000 in a single year. It is granted that
none of us expect Mr. Ford to live 100 years, but should he only
live for 10 years more and should effect such a saving for the
farmer each year—which estimate of saving is not at all un-
reasonable, but I ‘think it rather conservative—then during
those 10 years he would have saved for the American farmer
an amount approximating $350,000,000—a sum far in excess of

the cost to the Government of the entire project. Naturally,
Mr, President, these great savings to the American farmer will
be chipped off from the unreasonable profits that the Fertilizer

. Trust ‘would realize out of the American farmer, and we may

expect them to set up a great howl. To turn this proposition

over to Henry Ford will be one of the greatest investments the

Government could make in behalf of the American farmer.
GUARANTER TO MAKE FERTILIZERS.

Mr. President, I think there can be no doubt that Mr. Ford has
obligated himself to produce a complete fertilizer. The lan-
guage of paragraph 15, which T have just quoted, clearly obli-
gates him to manufacture it either “ mixed or unmixed, and
with or without filler, according to demand.” T do not see how
he could employ any language more definite than that. Then
his representative, Mr. Mayo, in his explanations of the Ford
offer before the House committee (House hearings, p. 253)
declared that he will make a complete fertilizer., T quote as
follows:

Mr. Momis. In the form produced at nitrate plant No. 2, it is not
& fertilizer, but i8 a fertilizer compound; is not that true?

Mr. Maxo, He intends to produce a complete fertilizer.

Mr. Mogrin. He intends to produce a complete fertilizer?

Mr. Mayo. Yes, sir,

Mr. MoriN. Would it be sold in this form to the farmer? 2

Mr. Mayo: Yes, sir.

Mr. Morix. Could the farmer use it In this form without the addi-
tion of the other essentinl ingredients?

Mr. Mavo. He will be able to use the completed product as it will be
furnished from that plant.

Mr. MoriN, As it will be furnished to him?

Mr, Mavo. Yes, sir.

Mr. Morix, It will not be necessary, then, for the farmer to mix it
with the other ingredients in order to market this produet through the
R s s 1 ke
sand or something he has right at hand. ! \ ®

Mr. President, it may be contended that Mr. Ford is not
obligated by this testimony. It does not make any essential
difference whether he is or not, The essential fact is that he
is obligated by the terms of his office to “ manufacture nitro-
gen and other commercial fertilizers, mixed or unmixed, and
with or without filler, according to demand.” This testimony,
however, is important in that such intention is emphasized
and clarified by his personal representative,

In order to produce mixed complete fertilizers, Mr. Presi-
dent, Mr. Ford would have to manufacture or purchase phos-
phoric acid and potash. Phosphates are abundant near by,
and it has been pointed out by Mr. Mayo (p. 281, House
hearings) that the necessary ingredients of fertilizer can be
obtained within a radius of 100 miles of the plants; also, Mr.
Theodore Swann, president of the Federal Phosphorus Co., of
Birmingham, Ala., has shown (House hearings, pp. 432 to
434) how the phosphate rock can be smelted in an electrie
furnace and phosphoric acid collected for use in the fertilizer
industry, and that such a method will reduce the present costs
of fertilizer,

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Sen-
ator long enough to say that there are inexhaustible beds of
phosphate rock in southern Tennessee within 100 miles of
Muscle Shoals?

Mr, NORRIS. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me
to interrupt there along the same line—

Mr. LADD, Certainly.

Mr, NORRIS. I do not suppose it will be contended that
there is not anybody except Mr. Ford who can utilize that
great quantity of phosphate.

Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, no; but my contention is that in view
of his suceess in the past in handling machines, if he makes
the same kind of success in manufacturing or getting together
fertilizers that he made in automobiles he will make it a
great success, . :

Mr. NORRIS, That ought to go to show, and I think does,
that anybody—the corporation provided for in this bill that
is being condemned, if it is set up, which goes a great deal
further than that, or Mr. Ford, or anyone else—will be able
to utilize that product, and ought to utillze it, and that it
ought to cheapen fertilizer, no matter who does it.

Mr, McKELLAR. We hope so.

Mr, LADD. All of this can be done at Muscle Shoals; and
Mr. Ford contemplates experiments along that line, as indi-
cated by section (a) of paragraph 15 of his proposal.

PROFITS LIMITED, HOW?

Mr, President, paragraph 16 of the Ford offer provides the
manner of appointment of a board of nine members for the
purpose of seeing that fertilizer is manufactured at a profit
not to exceed 8 per cent. Here are some of the powers of that
board:

The snid board shall determine what has been the cost of manufac-
ture and sale of fertilizer prodgcts and the price which been
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charged therefor, and, if necessary for the purpose of limiting the

annnal profit to 8 per cent as aforesaid, shall regulate the price
at which said fertilizer may be sold by the company. For these pur-
poses sald board shall have access to the books and records of the
company at any reasonable time, In order that such fertilizer prod-
ucts may be rafrly distributed and economically purchased by farmers
and other users thereof, the said board shall determine the equitable
territorial distribution of the same and may, in its discretion, make
reasonable regulation for the sale of all or a portion of such products
by the company to farmers, their agencies, or organizations.

Mr. President, the Government could not devise any method
that would better protect the farmers of the Nation in the fer-
tilizer that is to be manufactured at Musecle Shoals than in
this method. No man could make a fairer or better proposition
than this. I do not gee how it can be subjected to misinter-
pretation. Now, how are the members of this board appointed?
The board is fo consist of nine voting members and a repre-
sentative of the Bureau of Markets, who will serve in an ad-
visory capacity. Of these nine voting members only two are
to be designated by the company, and the other seven are to
be selected by the President of the United States from a list
proposed by various representative farm organizations, and the
President is to then send these seven selections in to the Senate
for confirmation.

WHO WILL DUPLICATE FORD’'S OFFER?

It is small wonder, Mr, President, that of all the big interests
affected by Muscle Shoals none of them have made the Govern-
ment a propositiou that in any way approached the Ford offer,
It was simply too staggering for them. Mr. Ford has offered
the Government so much more than any of these big interests
who are primarily affected are willing to offer that all they
can do is to rear back on their haunches, spout their high-
priced wisdom, and protest against the acceptance of the
Ford offer. Ah, Mr. President, Henry Ford has been too much
for them; he does not play the game according to Hoyle.
They know he will succeed, and they know his success at
Muscle Shoals means more for the farmer and less for them.
All they can do is criticize. If his offer is not the best thing for
the people of the United States, why do not some of them pro-

pose something that is better? As I have before stated, the
- burden is not upon Henry Ford to show that his offer is the
best thing for the country, but the burden is upon the Ford
opponents to produce something better. There has been only
one proposition that I have heard anyone contend with any
seriousness was better than the Ford offer, and that is the
proposition embraced in the bill of the Senator from Nebraska.
I think I have very effectually shown, Mr. President, that his
measure falls far short—indeed, would be very dangerous.

HOW FERTILIZER MEN vIEW IT.

In fact, Mr. President, I was very much struck by the line of
argument employed by the Senator from Nebraska against the
Ford offer. It reminds me very much of the objections raised
by Mr, Charles H. MacDowell, president of the National Fer-
tilizer Association and president of Armour Fertilizer Works—
one of the packer concerns—and other big connections, when he
stated that the fertilizer manufacturers were opposed to the
Ford offer. He said (House hearings, p. 523) : _

Mr. HoLL, Wh%' are they opposed to the Government accepting the
Ford proposition

Mr. MacDoweLL. * * * One reason is a public-policy reason,
where they think it is questionable public policy to provide facilities
and overfacilities at a water power for one man to monopolize for
100 years. They do not think that it is wise public policy to give
oneé man the power to say to a community what kind of ligdu.atry all
be located in that particular section of the country. * * *

Imagine such benevolent attitude in packer and fertilizer
trust councils, if you ecan.

There has been much objection raised to the 100-year fea-
ture of the Ford proposition. One ecry is that Henry Ford can
not be expected to live for anothér 100 years, and that his lia-
bility ceases upon the formation of his proposed company. In
the first place, Mr. President, contemplating the vast expendi-
ture of money that Mr., Ford will have to make in order to
carry out his plans of development, he would not be justified
in making such a tremendous outlay of money unless he had
a longer period than 50 years. Furthermore, Mr, Ford proposes
to back up this proposition with his entire wealth. What
further evidence of good faith could he give? The very fact
that he does not expect to live for another 100 years is evidence
of the fact that he is not in this proposition for the purpose of
making money. If it offered such tremendous advantages for
money-making, you may rest assured that the great capitalistic
interests of this country would very soon be in the field with a
better offer to the Government. Everyone knows that Henry
Ford is in this matter for the purpose of helping the American
people; that is why his opposition is so fierce and denunciatory,

FORD'S GUARANTY.

The Senator from Nebraska said (ConNeressionar Recorp for
December 7, 1922, p. 175) in referring to Henry Ford:

He 18 going to organi T
510,000,00%. glt is thgiti cﬁp:raf?ogo eﬁ:tdeothitgur; f‘%gidm\}vi?l:o?hic?lf
the Government deals. He binds himself, his heirs and executors, to
what he has agreed to do in the contract, and that is to organize that
corporation. When he organizes it with a capital of $10,000,000 he has
complied with his pmposﬁon. He is not liable any further.

I must confess that I can not, however hard I try, construe
the language in the Ford offer to mean what the Senator from
Nebraska has interpreted it to be. In the first place, Mr. Ford
is to organize a corporation “ with a capital stock of $10,000,000
or more, of which at least $10,000,000 shall be paid in in cash,”
and it is to be controlled by himself. (Par. 1.)

In the next place, and this is what seems to most concern
some of the Ford opponents, Mr., Ford has not * complied
with his proposition” when he organizes the company. His
liability does not cease there, but his estate—his heirs, repre-
sentatives, and assigns—Iis obligated to the terms of his pro-
posal throughout the lease period. Let me direct the atten-
tion of the Senate to the language employed in paragraph 20
of the Ford proposal:

Upon acceptance the promi
be binding ngon the Unlt;:zd Stms u:rtllgr:f:m 'al?cllldaeggyasﬁ;io!f;onwt?ll;
undersigned, his heirs, representat'ives. and assigns, and the company,
its successors and assigns.

I do not see how more definite language could be employed.
This language plainly obligates the estate of Henry Ford just
80 long as the contract is in existence. It could not let him
out upon the organization of the company, as asserted by the
Senator from Nebraska; the language expressly states that
Ford, his heirs, representatives, and assigns are “ jointly and
severally ” bound. To whom else could the words * jointly and
severally ” apply? It could not apply to that period of time
before the organization of the company, because the company
will not have had any legal existence prior to its organization.
There would have been no person, no legal entity, with whom
he could have been “ jointly and severally " obligated. No
other construction can be placed upon the language than that
Henry Ford and his estate is obligated to the terms of the
contract just so long as the lease is in existence. Should Ford
not be a man of sufficient business judgment to provide for this
liability to the satisfaction of the Government in his will,
then his whole estate will be held in abeyance until a proper
adjustment is made; unless, of course, the Government should
gleep on its rights. Mr. President, the Senator’s argument
fails,

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator
there?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRookHART in the chair).
Does the Senator from North Dakota yield to the Senator from
Nebraska?

Mr. LADD. Certainly.

Mr. NORRIS, The Senator has correctly quoted me when I
gave my construction of the contract. I have so often h
the assertion made that the Senator has made now, and I have
so often had other people criticize me for making the asser-
tion that the Senator has just quoted, that I have looked into
it as earefully as I am capable of examining any instrument;
and while I have perfect respect for the Senator's opinion, I
am just as confident that my construction is right as I am
that I stand here on the floor of the Senate.

The proposition of Ford is, toward the end of it, which the
Senator has read, that the signers are bound, and they bind
their helrs and assigns. To what does it bind them? To com-
ply with the conditions of the offer, In the offer the only
thing that Henry Ford is bound by is that he will organize that
corporation; and my contention is that when he has organized
it in accordance with the offer he is relieved from personal
liability.

I have never advocated that as any great objection to Ford's
proposition. Personally; I do not think it is much of an objec-
tion. I would not expect Henry Ford to bind his heirs and
assigns. If the Senator’s construction is right, let me tell him
what would follow as a matter of law. It would follow that
if, after that contract was made and had been in force for 10
years, Henry Ford should die, his entire estate, every piece of
real estate and property that he owns anywhere on earth, wounld
be held in abeyvance for 90 years, until the expiration of that
entire contract. Do you suppose Ford wants to make that kind
of a contract?

I will say frankly to the Senator that I do not think the Gov-
ernment is in danger of losing any money on this proposition,
go that I think it is quite immaterial from my viewpoint; but
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I do insist that any lawyer who will examine that contract and
give the Senator an opinion will agree with me that when
Henry Ford organizes the corporation with the paid-in capital
required he has complied with the part of that contract that he
is personally obligated to perform. Personally, as to what will
happen down there, I do not care, because, according to my
theory, he is going to get something and his corporation is going
to get something that will be so big and so profitable that I
do not expect that there will ever be any danger but that the
Government could recover in case the contract was violated as
it went over the 100 years, because the corporation would be
sufficient security.

I will say to the Senator that I do not offer that now, and I
never have offered it, as any particunlar objection to the plan.
I have mentioned it because so many people have said, “ Why,
Ford has bound himself and his estate that he will do so-and-so
with fertilizer,” when he has not done anything of the kind,
if my viewpoint is right. It is the corporation that has done
it. He has complied fully with his contract when he has organ-
ized it, and if he is a sane man we could not expect him to
and he certainly would not bind his estate over a period of a
hundred years, much of which must elapse after he is dead, and
prevent the settlement of his estate.

Mr. LADD. The Senator may be right or wrong. I am a
layman, I am not a lawyer,

Mr. NORRIS. I will say to the Senator that I do mot offer
it us anything of importance.

Mr, LADD. Two lawyers have told me that my interpreta-
tion is correct, but I will make no contention on that particular
point.

Mr. President, under his proposal Mr. Ford will lease from
the Government—

Dam No. 2, its power house, and all of its hydroelectric and o t-
ing appurtenances, except the locks, together with all lands and build-
ings owned or to be acquired by the United States connected with or
adjacent to either end of sald dam. (Par. 8 of Ford offer.)

According fo the letter of the Secretary of War transmitting
the Henry Ford Muscle Shoals offer, dated February 1, 1922—

The total expenditures on Dam No. 2 have been $16,251,038.14 (p. 3).
Thiz dam will be leased by Mr. Ford and will remain the property of
the Government. Mr. Ford’s company will * to the Ungteg States
during the period of the lease of Dam No, 2??35,000 annually in in-
stallments quarterly in advance for repairs, maiotenance, and operation
of Dam No. 2, its gates and locks.,” (Par. 4 of the Ford offer.

At all times during of the lease of Dam No. 2 the com-
pany will furnish to the United States, free of charge, to be delivered
at any point on the lock grounds designated by the Chief of Engineers,
United States Army, electric power to an amount necessary for the
operation of the lotks, but not in excess of 200 horsepower. (Par. 5
of the Ford offer.)

The same conditions apply to Dam No. 3, and the company
will pay $20,000 annually, in installments, quarterly in advance,
for repairs, maintenanee, and operation, and will furnish free
power for the operation of the locks. (Pars. T, 8, and 9 of the
Ford offer.) This is yet to be constructed.

Paragraphs 11 and 12 of the Ford offer, which I will insert
in the Recorp, set forth the property to be purchased by Mr,
Ford. It is difficult to get any accurate estimate of the actual
expenditure of the Government on these properties, as they are
so interwoven with the properties that will be retained by the
Government that it is hard to say with any certainty just
what exact portion of the expense went for the property to
be leased and just what exact portion went for the property
to be purchased. The Secretary of War in his letter transmit-
ting the Ford offer, dated February 1, 1922, gives quite a dis-
cussion of this matter,

It seems t0 be pretty generally admitted, however, that the
relative cost of these properties is not fundamental. The other
principles involved are the things about which the country is
interested. The supreme question is, What is the best thing
to do with this property? In what manner will the American
people get the most out of it? To date there seems to have
been nothing that offers in any way as much as does the Ford
offer. I think I have illustrated how the savings Henry Ford
could effect in fertilizer alone would soon more than pay for
all of the property. These unreasonable profits in fertilizer,
which are after all an indirect subsidy, have already cost the
American farmer many times the cost of all the Muscle Shoals
property.

As I have before stated, the only plant that has been success-
ful in the manufacture of nitrates at Muscle Shoals has been
plant No, 2, the cyanamid process. The Haber process at plant
No. 1 was not suceessful, but it is entirely probable that by a
reiustallation of machinery there plant No, 1 will be made ready
for the manufacture of fertilizers also. However, Mr, Ford is
not compelled to follow either the Haber or the cyanamid
processes; he may have a method of his own and one that will

prove superior to either of the others. We all acknowledge

his genius along the lines of development. If he installs his
own method and is enabled to produce cheaper than the present
processes then there is that very great possibilify that the cost
of fertilizer will be cut in two, notwithstanding the fact that
there are those who now hoot at the idea. Regardless of the
hooting, however, Mr. Fords representative, Mr. Mayo, ex-
pressed the belief that Mr. Ford could produce fertilizer so
that *it will not cost more than half” (House hearings, p.
284.) He also stated that Mr. Ford hoped to start producing
within a year. (House hearings, p. 257.) I think I have
shown that under the Norris plan it is doubtful if there would
be any real activity within two yenrs, if then, :

The Senator is apparently honestly concerned over the grant
ing of anything that might be a monopoly to a private corpora-
tion. In looking over the record, Mr. President, I was aston-
ished to find that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Nogris] was
one of the two Republicans that voted for the greatest private
-monopoly that has ever been granted by any legislative body—
that was when he voted for the Federal reserve act, which
gave to private banking institutions a complete monopoly over
&he issnance and control of the money and credits in this great
Nation.

Mr. NORRIS. I plead guilty to that charge, and I am
not sorry that I voted as I did. I plead guilty to it, and am
willing to stay guilty. I did vote for the Federal reserve act,
and I think it will result in good if it is administered properly.
Bat the Senator is condemning me now, in his argument on
the Ford question, becanse I voted for the Federal reserve aet.
I hope he will apply that argument to the Senator from Ala-
bama, and the other Tord supporters in the Senate, and see
where he comes out. If I am to be condemned on the Ford
proposition because I voted for the Federal reserve aect, just
let the Senator apply that argument to his colleagues who were
in the Senate at that time, and you are aching now to give Ford
this great monopoly, and see where he comes out.

Mr. LADD. There has never before been seen such a mo-
nopoly. The farmers of this country know the curse that it has
proved to them. Since the Federal reserve act was passed in
1914 the farm indebtédness in the United States has increased
over 25 per cent, and the farmers are less able to pay off a debt
to-day than they were in 1914. Oh, yes; the farmers of this
country know what drastic deflation meant to them, when
there was wrung from their toil and labor five billions of dollars
in value out of a single crop. Oh, yes; the farmers of this
great land who have witnessed the foreclosure on their property
and the loss of a life's savings know what that has meant to
them, I earnestly hope that the Senator will not be deceived
about this great Muscle Shoals measure that so vitally affects
the farmer.

Mr. President, if we are to save this great project for the
people of this land the only plan that has been offered us that
promises any hopes of doing it is the Ford offer. Let not
the Members of this body be deceived. If we are to do our
duty by the great farming interests of this country we must
support the Ford offer until such time, if that ever be, that a
better proposition for the people is offered nus. When that time
comes I will most gladly support it. This is not the time to be
victimized by * jokers."

Mr. President, I expect in the near future from another angle
to present a different view of this great problem and with spe-
cial reference to the use of fertilizers indicate the direct im-
portance in relation to a suceessful agriculture and to point out
how vital it is that cheap fertilizers be furnished our farmers if
we hope to continue to develop our own food supply, to meet
the needs of the people of our country even for the present
-cenfury.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, before the Senator takes his
seat, T want to ask him another question. I interrupted the
Senator at the beginning of his remarks and asked him to point
out where it was in the Ford offer that Mr, Ford proposed to
build reservoir dams and storage dams up the Tennessee River,
and he said he would take that up later. He has not taken it

from the Ford offer anything that directly or indirectly binds
either Ford or Ford's corporation to build reservoir dams or
storage dams up the Tennessee River,

Mr. LADD, My, President, when I said I would take that up
later, I did not mean to-day. I expect to speak several times on
this proposition.

Mr. NORRIS, I desire to ask the Sepator another gquestion
before he takes his seat. Is there anything in the Ford offer
which provides for such storage and reservoir dams?

Mr. LADD. So far as I am aware, there is not anything
that binds them; on the other hand—— )

Mr. NORRIS. Is there anything that does not bind them?

up, and before he yields the floor I would like to have him read
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Mr. LADD. Just wait until I am through. On the other
hand, he can not develop the industries which he proposes to
develop down there, utilize the water power, and get the maxi-
mum primary power without so developing it.

Mr, NORRIS. What are those industries? There is nothing
in the Ford offer to the effect that he ls going to develop any
industry. If the Senator’'s statement is accurate, the Senator
has some private information which is not in the contract.

Mr. LADD. I said that if he develops any great industry
down there, not any particular industry.

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator can not point out where Ford
has made, either directly or indirectly, any proposition that he
will ever build a storage dam, or even make a survey o see
whether the water can be stored up on the Tennessee River fo
equalize the flow over the dams that are in question.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I have listened with
much interest to the contribution of the Senator from North
Dakota [Mr. Lapp] with reference to this important question.
I do not intend to take up the time of the Senate to debate the
question now. I wish the Senate had been afforded an oppor-
tunity to vote directly on Mr. Ford’s offer. I do not think it
has been fair to Mr. Ford or to the people of the country in
that a direct vote has not been taken on Mr. Ford's offer.

It must be borne in mind that the question of the utilization
of the Muscle Shoals Dam now rests with the party in power.
"Two years ago the Senate passed a bill providing that that dam
should be operated by the Government, and that proposition veas
rejected in the other House by the party in power. Then,
realizing that something had to be done and that millions should
not be wasted by allowing that water to go over the dam with
no utilization made of it, the Secretary of War proposed that
the matter should be open for those people in the United States
who desired to make bids on it. That did not come from the
Congress, it did not come from Mr. Ford, it did not come from
the men who are supporting Mr. Ford’s offer, but it came from
the administration itself, and bids were called for from those
who would eome and finish the dam and operate the nitrate
plant at Muscle Shoals.

Not on his own initiative, but in compliance with that re-
quest of the Government, Mr, Ford made a proposal. The Secre-
tary of War might have rejected it then if he had wanted to
do so, and that would have been the end of it so far as Mr.
Ford was concerned, because he could not have gone any
further; but the Secretary of War submitted the matter to
the Congress.

Congress has no right to amend or alter Mr, Ford's proposi-
tion. It is his proposition. Congress is entitled to do only one
thing about it—accept it or reject it.

Of course, the proposal Mr. Ford has made has cost him some
money. He had to have engineers in order to make his esti-
mates; he had to know what he was going to do; and he made
a proposal to the Government, which has been submitted and
which has been lying before the Senate for more than a year.

I am in favor of accepting it. Other gentlemen may be in
favor of rejecting it and think that some other plan is better,
but I do not think that under these circumstances the Senate
of the United States has a right to ignore the offer; and that
is the situation in which the matter rests to-day.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I want to add just a word to
what my colleague has said regarding the timely and very able
address of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Lapp].

He has shown the necessity of accepting the Ford offer, He
has shown how advantageous it would be to the farmers of
America, He has shown that Ford has undertaken to take up
a project which had been junked upon the recommendation of
the committee on the part of the House of Representatives which
visited Muscle Shoals some time ago. He has shown that the

Ford offer is now pending, and that Mr. Ford is entitled to have \

Lis offer acted upon.

He has made it plain that Henry Ford should not be eriticized
for offering to do something with Muscle Shoals, because when
he found it it had been abandoned, the work had been stopped,
the Government property was deteriorating; and when Ford
brought the matter back to public attention he rendered a great
service to the whole country, whether he ever gets the project
or not.

He has pointed out that the Government, by accepting Ford's
offer, can do more good with that project for more people than
could be done through any other utilization of it. He has
shifted the burden to those who support makeshift legislation,
to those who stand behind stalking-horses, which are simply
being used for the purpose of preventing an acceptance of Ford's
offer.

There are a good many people in this country who are opposed
to Ford’s offer who would lend encouragement to those who

favor the Norris or some other bill, who really would not want
to see the Norris bill ever become a law; but when they have a
proposition like that pending, they get behind it for the purpose
of defeating something which is about to be accepted, and then,
when that project is out of the way, they turn their guns upon
the other proposition and proceed to shoot it out of the way.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, in that connection I wish
to say that I have received letters from men in Tennessee say-
ing that large numbers of the speeches of the junior Senator
from Nebraska [Mr, Norris] are being cireulated in Tennessee
and neighboring States. Of course, I am sure that they are not
being circulated by the junior Senator from Nebraska, but
they are being circulated by the interests, those particular com-
panies to whose interest it would be to keep Mr. Ford out of
this property.

Mr. HEFLIN. That is correct, I think. I was about to say
that when these interests succeed in getting the Ford offer
rejected and in then defeating the project which they pretended
to support while the Ford offer was pending, they will wait a
little while and go to the Government and say, * There is
Muscle Shoals idle. It ought to be taken and disposed of in
some way ; and while it is not worth very much, we would pay
you something for it.” They would do that in the hope of get-
ting it for nothing. They would strangely influence some en-
gineer to go down and make an inspection of it, and come back
and report that it ought to be disposed of, and that a certain
figure would be reasonable. The Government in the past has
been beaten out of millions of dollars in just that way. This
is one project that is not going to be disposed of in that fashion.

Mr, McKELLAR, I call the Senator’s attention to the fact
that the Alabama Power Co. is using Plant No. 2 now in just
the way the Senator has pointed out. It does not have to wait
for the future; it is being done right now. They are renting
the plant at a nominal figure and using it.

Mr. HEFLIN. I understand that is true. I have no objec-
tion to Plant No. 2 being used by the Alabama Power Co. while
the matter is pending. Of course, I would rather it would be
used and the Government get a little something for it than to
have it stand idle. But the aim and end of those who are
opposing the Ford offer is to defeat the Ford offer and then to
put the Norris bill to sleep, and then come to the Government
and get the project at Muscle Shoals for a song. I repeat they
are not going to do that with this project. The Governiment has
been imposed on many times in the past in that way, but the
people are getting wise to it.

Now, with reference to the suggestion of my friend from
Tennessee [Mr, McKeLLAR] that the speech of the Senator from
Nebraska has been broadly circulated, I raised that question
in the presence of the Senator from Nebraska the other day,
and said that it was being circulated by the thousands and
that I did not kmow who was circulating it, but that the
Senator knew. The Senator was sitting here, and he did not
say who was circulating it. The Senator from Tennessee sug-
gested that probably some of the interested parties are cir-
culating it. That appears to be the situation. I know some-
thing about a situation of that sort. The Federal reserve
banks, under the direction of the governor of the Federal Re-
serve Board, sent out 140,000 copies of a speech against my
position on deflation. That cost them between $7,000 and
§10,000. When outside interests that are being favored by a
policy of a governmental institution will circulate the speech
of a Senator in that way, it is unfair to the Senator who has
made a speech attacking the proposition, because he is not sup-
posed to be able to circulate his speeches on such a large scale,
and it does raise a very nice question as to who is circulating
this speech attacking the Ford offer.

Mr. President, I merely rose to compliment the Senator
from North Dakota upon the splendid presentation he has made

to the Senate and the country regarding the Ford offer. He
i has offered a statesmanlike solution of the problem. I repeal,
| in conclusion, that he was right when he said that the Ford
offer will do things that will bless and benefit more people
than in any other way in which Muscle Shoals could be dis-
posed of.

THE MERCHANT MARINE,

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 12817) to amend and supplement
the merchant marine act, 1920, and for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The .pending guestion is the
motion of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] to proceed
to the consideration of the bill (8. 4050) to provide for the
purchase and sale of farm products.

Mr., FLETCHER. I submit several amendments to the
pending bill, and in order to save printing them separately I
have arranged them as one amendment,
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be
printed and lie on the table. X

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a

quorum.
*  The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the
roll. : i ;

The Assistant Secretary called the roll, and the following
Senators answered to their names:

Bayard Glass McLean Reed, Pa.
Brandegee Harris McNary Sheppard
Brookhart Harrison Moses Shortridge
Broussard eflin Nelson Simmons
Bursum Johnson New Smith
Calder Jones, N. Mex. Nicholson SBmoot
Cameron Jones, Wash. Norbeck Spencer
Capper Kello Norris Sterlin[g
Caraway Kendrick Oddie Sutherland
Culberson Kin Overman Townsend
Curtis Lad Page Trammell
Dial La Follette Pepper Underwood
Dillingham Lenroot Pittman Wadsworth
Ernst Lodge Pomerene Walsh, Mont.
Fletcher McKellar Ransdell Warren
George McKinley Reed, Mo, Williams

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Towxsesp in the chair),
Sixty-four Senators have answered to their names. There is a
quorum present,

Mr, HARRISON, Mr, President, I desire to present a unani-
mous-consent request. I understand we are going to adjourn
from Friday until Tuesday. If the program of the Banking and
Currency Committee is carried out as stated by the chairman
of that committee on the floor yesterday, they will probably
make their report the first of next week. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Senate vote on the Norris motion at not later
than 4 o’clock on Wednesday of next week.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection?

Mr. JONES of Washington. I want to have it understood, if

the request is agreed to, that the Senate will go right on con-
sidering the shipping bill. I think it has a right to do it, and
to dispose of any amendments to the bill until the bill is dis-
placed, if the motion of the Senator from Nebraska should pre-
vail, .
Mr, HARRISON. Do I understand the Senator to say that if
a majority of the Senate should vote to take up the Norris bill
he would then want to lay aside that bill or any substitute
that might be proposed for it and proceed with the ship subsidy
bill?

Mr. JONES of Washington. No; the Senator misunderstands
me, It was suggested this morning that we could not take up
amendments to the shipping bill until the motion of the Sena-
tor from Nebraska had been disposed of. This morning when
1 asked unanimous consent that we fix a time to vote on the
Norris motion I suggested that if we did fix a time we could
go on dealing with amendments to the shipping bill in the
meantime, I think we have a perfect right to do that. T think
it is entirely in order. I believe we have a right to consider
and dispose of amendments to the shipping bill until it is dis-
placed, if it ever should be, and I wanted to have that clearly
understood. I have no objection to fixing a time to vote on the
Norris motion, even next Wednesday, but I want the Senate to
understand that we are not going to sit still in the meantime,
but we are going to proceed with the consideration of the ship-

ing bill.
= L%r. HARRISON, I thought perhaps there would be an ap-
propriation bill brought before the Senate to-morrow or the
next day, which would take up some of the time of the Senate,
and in the meanwhile there would probably be discussion of the
Norris motion or the ghip subsidy bill

Mr. JONES of Washington. As long as there is discussion or
any other business coming before the Senate, that is all right;
but if discussion runs out and there is an opportunity to vote
on an amendment to the shipping bill, I expect to have the Sen-
ate do that. Let me ask the Senator a question. The Senator
did not understand that if his request were granted that would
halt all proceedings on the shipping bill, did he?

Mr. HARRISON. I thought, perhaps, we should go ahead
and discuss the ship-subsidy bill and also discuss the agricul-
tural relief measure, which is known as the Norris bill, as well
as other bills, .

Mr. JONES of Washington. T understood that that probably
would be so, but I did not wish to be foreclosed, if debate
stopped, from voting upon amendments to the shipping bill.

Mr, HARRISON. The amendments are so important that I
imagine there will be a good deal of discussion on them, but
the motion to set aside the ship subsidy bill and to take up the
agricultural relief bill is more important than are the amend-
ments, I imagine.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I think that is very true.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President— {

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis-
sippi yield to the Senator from Connecticut?

Mr. HARRISON. I yield.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. If the vote on the motion of the Senator
from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] is to be deferred for a week and is
then fixed for a particular hour, in order that Senators may know
when to be here and when the motion is to be voted on, would
it not be wise to include in the unanimous-consent agreement
the statement that any other motion made between now and
that time that the Senate proceed to the consideration of an-
other measure should not be in order? In other words, there
is a motion pending, made by the Senator from Nebraska, to
proceed to the consideration of the agricultural relief bill, if
that be its name. If we should agree by unanimous consent to
vote on the pending motion at a particular hour it would not
follow that the Senator would be precluded from rising in his
place to-morrow and moving to proceed to the consideration of
some other bill, which would leave the Senator from Washing-
ton [Mr. Jones] in exactly as bad a position, so far as deciding
the real merits of the question at .ssue is concerned, as that in
which he is left by the motion of the Senator from Nebraska.
I think the Senator will understand what I mean.

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; but the chairman of the Committee
on Banking and Currency has stated that that committee will
not be able to report out the rural credits bill until the first
part of next week.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. 1 understand; but suppose we agree to
vote on the motion of the Senator from Nebraska on next
Wednesday, a week from now, which motion, if agreed to,
would displace the ship subsidy bill, and suppose that to-morrow
the Senator from Mississippi should arise and move to proceed
to the consideration of some other important measure and a
vote should be taken on that motion.

Senators wish to be here when the vote is taken on the motion
of the Senator from Nebraska or on any motion to displace the
pending measure, That is the object of Senaters. Those who
are in favor of the shipping bill do not wish it displaced. while
those who are in favor of some other measure wish to displace
the shipping bill, and it is immaterial to them whether it shall
be done by the prevalence of the motion of the Senator from
Nebraska or that of any other Senator. a

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Connecticut is not stat-
ing our position in its entirety.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Oh, no.

Mr. HARRISON, Some of us are in favor of the agricul-
tural credits legislation, and believe it Is a great deal more
important than is the ship subsidy bill

Mr, BRANDEGEE. Of course, there may be several bills
presented for the relief of agriculture. My point is that the
reason for fixing a time for voting on the motion of the Sen-
ator from Nebraska is in order that Senators may be here when
it is decided whether the Senate will continue to hold the ship
subsidy bill before the Senate or not.

Mr. HARRISON. What change would the Senator from Con-
necticut suggest in the request for unanimous consent?

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I was simply asking the Senator if we
are to have a unanimous-consent agreement to vote on the mo-
tion of the Senator from Nebraska on next Wednesday at a
particular hour that it be coupled with a unanimous-consent
agreement that pending the arrival of that time no other motion
shall be in order to displace the shipping bill.

Mr. HARRISON. That is perfectly agreeable to me.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr, President, if the unanimous-consent agree-
ment is entered into, then no amendment may be offered to the
shipping bill until after next Wednesday at 4 o'clock.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Oh, yes; it may be.

Mr, SMOOT. No; becanse the motion will be the pending
question. We may discuss the bill until next Wednesday, and
we may vote upon the motion at 4 o'clock next Wednesday, but
if any Senator should desire to offer an amendment to the bill
in the meantime it would be out of order, becuuse there is a
motion pending.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, while I do not
agree with the position of the Senator from Utah in that respect,
I am not going to get into any controversy over that. I object
to the request.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, of course we are very sorry
that we can not reach a unanimous-consent agreement on this
question, I thought that, perhaps, the Senator from Wash-
ington would be the last Senator to object to entering into a
unanimous-consent agreement to vote on the motion. I based
that supposition on an item which I read in a newspaper this
morning, not stating specifically that the Senator from Wash-
ington, who is in charge of the pending legislation, had charged
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the Democrats with filibustering but hinting in that direction.
I presume he was laying a predicate upon which to make that
charge later on.

Mr, JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I wish to say to
the Senator from Mississippi that there is nothing that I said
to anybody that could be construed as suggesting that the Dem-
ocrats were filibustering, and if any statement of that kind
was made in the newspapers it was made without any founda-
tion whatever,

Mr. HARRISON, I am glad to hear that, because it was so
stated in the official orgnn of the Republican Party published
in Washington, I refer to the Washington Post.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I hope the Senator will not
charge to me what may be published in any *“ official organ”
of any aflministration.

TIr. HARRISON. I am very glad to hear that statement., I
knew that the Senator knew that it could not be charged that
there was any filibuster against the ship subsidy bill, because
the Congress has only been in session for some 10 days, and
during that time there has been more speed digplayed in passing
appropriation bills, I dare say, than has been evidenced in the
history of the Senate.

Mr, President, I think—and if I am not correct I ask the
Senator from Utah to correct me, as he is a member of the
powerful Appropriations Committee—we have passed through
the Senate at this early stage, during the short session of Con-
gress, three great appropriation bills which ordinarily take
monuths to pass. We have shown so much cooperation, such
a spirit of speeding up legislation, that those three great ap-
propriation bills already are out of the way and much whole-
some discussion has been had on the floor touching the ship
subsidy and agricultural relief bills.

Alr, JONES of Washington. Mr. President——

Mr. HARRISON. I do not know the {igures carried in those
three great appropriation bills, but they approximate $180,000,-
000. The Senator from Washington, being one of the members
of that committee, I wish he would tell me what was the sum
total of those three appropriation bills which we have passed
through the Senate at this early stage of the session?

Mr. JONES of Washington. . Mr. President, I rose to say that
1 indorse heartily what the Senator from Mississippi has said;
there is no issue between him and me about that gquestion at
all; and I was going to express the hope that we might con-
tinue the speed referred to by him by voting right away on the
motion of the Senator from Nebraska.

Answering the Senator's question, I will say that the bill for
the Department of Commerce carried, in round numbers, $25.-
000,000, As to the other two appropriation bills, I am not a
member of the subcommittee which considered them, and I do
not remember their totals.

Mr. HARRISON. I presume the sum total would be more
than $175,000,000.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I confirm absolutely what the
Senator has said, that there has been no filibuster developed on
the pending bill on the Democratic side at all; but, with refer-
ence to that measure, we have had the heartiest cooperation of
the other side, as we have had on the appropriation bills; and
I had hoped that cooperation might be continued so that we
might be able to get a vote in a very short time on the pending
motion, i

Alr. HARRISON. I am sure we are going to have that high
degree of cooperation to the end. I hope the consideration of
the appropriation bills will be speeded up. No doubt there will
be another appropriation bill reported out to-morrow, if the
Committee on Appropriations shows its usnal degree of energy;
and if it is reported out, no doubt we can also pass that meas-
ure quickly.

The discussion which has proceeded has been wholesome, Mr.
President, because it has given to the country a picture of what
is presented here as to whether this Congress wants to take up
agricultural eredit legislation for the farmers or whether it wants
to take up a ship subsidy measure for the benefit of the Shipping
Trust. The issue is clear; it is well defined. Of course, there are
those who are in sympathy with the idea of affording the ship-
ping interests some relief, because, perhaps, those interests did
not charge sufficient freight rates during previous years, and per-
haps their profit was not great enough, so that it is necessary
that immediate legislation be passed to take care of them; and
that in the face of the fact that the pending ship subsidy bill
was submitted to Congress some eight months ago. As I reeall,
the Lasker plan was given to the committee about 10 months——

Mr. SMOOT rose,

Mr. HARRISON. And, may I ask the Senator from Utah—
inasmuch as he is on his feet, and he can give me the answer—
in view of the fact that Mr. Lasker presented this plan 8 or

10 months ago and the bill was introduced that long ago, why
so much speed is insisted upon now upon the part of the
Benator from Utah and other leaders on his side to force the

passage of the ship subsidy bill immediately following the.

election when his party was repudiated?

Mr. SMOOT. I did not rise to discuss that question, Mr.
President,

Mr. HARRISON. That is the guestion which T should like
to have answered.,

Mr. SMOOT. T can answer the Senator by saying that, so
far as I am eoncerned—and I spenk for no one except myself—
I am in favor of the shipping bill. I know tlfht it can not pass
unless it is kept before the Senate continuously; and I may
say to the Senator that I do not know whether it can be passed
even in that way; but by pursuing that course is the only way,
probably, in which it can be passed. Tf I had the bill in
charge—which T have not—I would keep it before the Senate,
just as the Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones] is under-
taking to do, if I could.

Mr. HARRISON. There is not any fault to be found in that
respect,

Mr. SMOOT. I was going to ask the Senator, however,
whether he favors the so-called Norris agricultural bill?

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator will abide his time in
patience, I am going to analyze the Norris bill and express
myself fully about it, as I am on other pending agricultural
neasures, I am not in favor of that bill, I will say to the
Senator, but I am in favor of the farmers of the country hav-
ing a day in court, and I am not in favor of the Shipping Trust
having a monopoly all the time of the few days that the present
Congress is to remain in session.

Mr. SMOOT. There is no difference between the Senator and
me on that question at all.

Mr. HARRISON. I am glad to hear the Senator say that:
we have a convert,

Mr. SMOOT, But I am opposed to the Norris bill just as
strongly as is the Senator from Mississippi.

Mr. JONES of Washington, Will the Senator from Missis-
&ippi permit me fo interrupt him?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis-
sissippi yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr. HARRISON. I yield.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I think I will make a statement

that may bring some consolation to the Senator from Missis-

sippi. I want to keep the shipping bill before the Senate just
as much as possible. I think there is ample time at the present
session to pass that measure and also rural credit legislation,
The Senator and I have disagreed and do disagree as to the
shipping legislation; he may be right and I may be wrong:
but I am just as sincere in my view, I think, as is the Senator
in his view. I think I am just as anxious also for legislation
for the farmer as is the Senator from Mississipni; and I am
going to say to the Senator right now that as soon as the rural
credit legislation shall come before the Senate the shipping bill
will be laid aside for the consideration of the rural credit meas-
ure. So the farmers will be taken care of ; and, if we have the
cooperation which the Senator has indicated we will have, that
legislation ought to be passed in three or four days or a week;
and then we will resume the consideration of the shipping bill.

Mr. HARRISON. That was exactly why I made the re-
quest for unanimous consent, Relying on the statement of
the chairman of the Banking and Currency Committee that
his committee would report out next Tuesday a rural credit
measure, I thought if a majority of the Senate would agree
to substitute that measure for the Norris bill there would be
no guestion raised and we would all join hands. If amend-
ments are needed, then we can provide them and make such
changes as are necessary. The Senator, however, objected to
my reguest; so we must proceed in this lopsided kind of a
way.

Mr. JONES of Washington. The Senator understands, of
course, why I objected, The Senator knows that I would be
very glad to vote right now on the Norris motion; but there
seemed to be a controversy, if I agreed to what the Senator
from Mississippi suggested, whether that would stop all pro-
ceedings on the shipping bill and we would have a week
wasted. I am not willing to be put in that position. I should
be perfectly willing to agree to the Senator's proposition if
then, as I think we have a right to do, we could go on con-
sidering the shipping bill, or any other matfer that might be
brought up, so far as that is concerned; but if there is going
to be a long controversy over a question of procedure I thought
we could save time by just going along, and if the vote upon
the Norris proposition is kept off until next Tuesday or
Wednesday, very well : we are no worse off then than we would
be if we should make the agreement.



1922.

i

Mr. HARRISON., I must say that I have a little selfish
interest in making the unanimous-consent request. I want to
help, so far as I ecan, the other side of the Chamber out of a
very difficult and boggy hole. Here is what some of the Sen-
ator's own party say about this proposition. Here we are dis-
cussing whether we ought to pass a ship subsidy bill or an
agricultural credits bill. T asked the Senator from Utah a
question while he was on his feet, but, unlike his ordinary de-
portment, he evaded it; he did not answer it; so I will ask
the question and read from the REcorRp an answer,

Here is what a distinguished member of the Republican Party
said in a speech on the floor of the House about the ship
subsidy proposition and the policy of passing it during this
Congress, when the American people have repudiated practi-
cally all Senators and Representatives who even hinted that
they were for a ship subsidy bill. I do not know whether or
not my friend, the distinguished senior Senator from Utah
[Mr. Saroor], expressed himself in his State as to whether
he was for this ship subsidy bill, If he, as a part of the
leadership of this body, would come back so soon after the
election and fry to force through here a bill that taxes the
American people anywhere from $700,000,000 to $875,000,000, I
imagine that the Senator did not press it in his State in Utah,
because he was in every hamlet and on the stump from one end
of Utah to the other appealing to the people of Utah to send
here a colleague to grace the other side of the Chamber.

If he made that statement to the people of Utah and took
them into his confidence, then they repudiated that statement;
and if he did not mention it to the people out there he was not
quite frank and open with them, because he knew that the
President was going to call this extra session of Congress and
try to force this bill at this session through the Senate,

Mr. SMOOT, Mr. President, I never heard it mentioned in
the campaign.

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator should have taken them
into his confidence. He should have given them his views
on this question,

Mr. SMOOT. I know the Senator thinks so.

Mr, HARRISON. Was the Senator afraid that the vote
for the Democratic candidate might have been larger if he
had taken them into his confidence?

Mr. SMOOT. Not at all. There is not a voter in the State
of Utah who does not know where the Senator from Utah
stands upon the ship subsidy bill or any other question.

Mr. HARRISON. But the Senator did not tell them on the
stump that he was for it.

Mr. SMOOT. It was not a question in the eampaign.

Mr. HARRISON. Does not the Senator think that if the
President was going to force it through here in so shori a
time following the election, those Republicans as well as
Democrats who ran in that election should have been candid
with the people and told them how they stood on it, so that
the American people might l.uve passed on it?

Mr., SMOOT. There Is no gquestion but that the people of
Utah knew where the Senator from Utah stood.

Mr. HARRISON. But the Senator said he did not take
them into his confidence,

Mr. SMOOT. No; it was not a question in the campaign at
all.

Mr. HARRISON. But they did not know until after the
election that the Senator was for it.

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, yes, they did, Mr. President.

Mr, HARRISON. It will be hard on the Senator the next
time he comes up, then. -

Mr. SMOOT. I am perfectly willing to take my chances
on that. I have not asked anybody to make any excuse for
any position that I have ever taken in the Senate,

Mr. HARRISON. Of course, what applies to the Senator
applies to other Senators:; but this colloguy is not personal.
It just shows that you are trying to put over something here
when you failed to take the people into your confidence be-
fore the election; and it shows that this matter should wait
until the new Congress comes in, and let the proposition be
hamdled by those Senators and Representatives who are fresh
from the people. That so objectionable a piece of legislation
should be foisted upon them by a repudiated and defeated
Congress

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis-
sissippi yield to the Senator from South Dakota?

Mr. HARRISON. 1 yield to the Senator.

Mr. STERLING. I am prompted to ask the Senator a
question. In what State or States, or in what congressional
districts, was the ship subsidy bill an issue during the recent
campaign?
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Mr. HARRISON. I will say to the Senator that T am going
to read here in a moment the testimony of some witnesses from
the Senator’s own party to show that a great many of the
members of the House Merchant Marine Committee who voted
to report out the bill were defeated and left at home. I, will
say further to the Senator that I do not know just how many
States some of us spoke in. I spoke in a good many, and I
never made a single speech in which I did not denounce the
ship subsidy bill, and I dare say that the Senatc: never
indorsed the ship subsidy bill in any speech that he made in
that campaign. If Senators and representatives of the Sena-
tors failed to take a position on this question in the campaign,
knowing that it would come up, then they deserve the con-
demnation of their constituents,

Mr. STERLING. That may be; but the faet that the Sena-
tor from Mississippi denounced it does not necessarily show
that it was an issue in that State in that ecampaign.

Mr. HARRISON. Oh, Mr. President, that is the great trou-
ble about the Republican Party. They repudiate promises;:
they betray the trust reposed in them, and they do not take
the American people into their confidence as they should. The
statement of the Senator from South Dakota and the state-
ment of the Senator from Utah bear me out in that assertion.

Here is what a distinguished Republican Congressman said
in talking about this procedure on the floor of the House:

My friends, I am a Republican—

He was proud of that, ordinarily. I imagine he was sorry

at this time,

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield a -
minute? :

Mr. HARRISON. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. CARAWAY, Was the gentleman bragging or con-
fessing? .

Mr. HARRISON. He was confessing, and very properly so.
I read further from him—

and I have seen all 1 wish to see of a Democratic administration. I
should like to see the good old ship of state steered by Republicans,
But when as now my party leaders—and I believe many of them
against their own best judgment—steer the ship of state in a wrong-
ful course, when my heart and convictions and conscience rebel against
some such legislative measure, as this subsidy bill before us now, then,
as frequently in the past, I can not é? with them. I must resort for
a time to a lifeboat or a plank. alf-preservation is the first law
of life. Youn watch Republicans jump for the planks. You watch the
Republican whip jump,

He was npot talking about the Republican whip here. He
was speaking of the Republican whip of the House.

Further, he says:

You watch the chalrman of the conference jump, You wateh many
a Republican save himself before we get through with this bill.

That was pretty good advice.

I have had to go through this experience very often,
to be one of the older Members of this Honse.
these subsidy bills were up before, when Hanna and Gallinger had
started them, and when * Uncle Jok,” In his prime and vigor, backed
by leaders like Payne and Dalzell, together with my distinguished
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. GREENE], were pushing this subsidy
privilege.

And he said they defeated it by a vote of 172 to 175. Then
he said:

Let me say to my good Republican associates here—

And he was talking about you, just the same as his Re-
publican associates over in the House—

Let me say to my good Republican assoclates hére who would vote
right, the rank and file of the Republicans are cut on the farms
and in the factories. They are not these leaders nor these ship-
owners,

Listen to this wise sage:

If we are going to hold our garty. we have got to go to the masses
and not look to the ship profiteers. Every man knows it. If you
will look out and see the angry waves of discontent, you know that
I am speaking the truth,

That speech was made by a Republican, and I am glad we
are getting some more Senators in here so that they can hear it.
I wish every Republican seat were now _occupied, because I
want to save you from your own iniquities.

“Have you read the election returns?

.You know that is an interesting question that he propounded
to you.

Did you see the men elected who ran on antishig subsidy platforms?
I ran on one. It was a plaiform denouncing this bill, and I won
overwhelmingly, Those who did favor it went down to defeat. Have
you noticed the fatalities? Thirty-five per cent of the vacancies on
the Republican gide of this Merchant Marine Committee !

Thirty-five per cent went down in that catastrophe.

They prepared this bill; I presume they told their constituents all
about their arduous labors for a subsidized merchant marine. Five
out of fourteen defeated.

I happen
I remember when
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I have not looked over the figures to see how many of the

Commerce Committee of the Senate went down in defeat., I
know that a pretty large percentage of the Republican members
of the Finance Committee were defeated because they reported
ont and advocated the tariff bill and the revenue measure.

That is net all. That is one distinguished Republican that
I read from. Here is another:

Let me say befere I go fuither that I believe that Pennsylvania,
the ol Keystone State, would have failed to return my good friend—

Talking about Mr. EbMoNDS—

of whom I think so mueh, if this proposal had occurred before elec-
tion—

This is a Republican speaking—
because we lost New York, we lost Maryland, we lost New Jersey, we

lost 80 many States of the countliyiljust due to bills of this eharacter, |

and this §s worse than anything
heére as a Member.

He could have gone further, He could have said, “ We lost
Delaware”; he could have said, “ We lost Rhode Island™; he

" could have said, “ We lost Senator Moses's State of New Hamp-
shire ”; he could have said, ©“ We lost Ohio; we lost Michigan ";
he could have said, “ We lost Indiana"; he could have said,
“YWe lost Kansas, the Republican whip’s State”; he could have
said, “We lost Colorade”; he could have said, “ We lost the
leader of the Republican Party in the House of Representatives,
Fraxx MonDELL ¥ ; and the people of Wyoming reelected that
splendid Senator, the former governor of that State, to the
Senate. He could have said, “ We lost Montana; we lost Ne-
braska ; we lost Oregon; we lost Washington; we lost Nevada ;
we lost Arizona; we lost New Mexico; we lost Oklahoma,”
Oh, well, they lost about everything in that election; and yet,
because of that fact, the President comes here and tells the
Republican leadership to drive through this infamous measure
that will add to the burdens of the American taxpayer before
the new Congress can come into control.

I do not blame you for looking sad. I do mot blame ¥ou
because your morale is broken. I do not blame you for your
lineg being divided. It is a sad picture you present to us whe
are your friends, and God knows how you look to the Ameriean
people.

Mr. CARAWAY. May I interrupt the Senator?

Mr, HARRISON. Certainly.

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator from Mississippi said he did
not know what the effect had been on the Committee on Com-
merce of the Senate. There were only two Senators on the
Republican side of the Comimerce Committee who were up for
reelection, and neither of them will be with us in the next
Congress.

Mr. HARRISON. See there! Yet yon persist in driving this
legislative monstrosity through the Senate, neglecting the farm-
ers of the country, and there was talk yesterday about filing
a motion to table the Norris motion to proceed with the con-
sideration of a bill for agricultural relief. You want to go
so far even as to shut off discussion of the matter, strangle
debate, close our mouths, ]

But I have not finished reading all that this distinguished
Republican Congressman said. I want to proceed further. He

said:

I realize that you are putting these hundreds of milllons of dollars
into the pockets of a few favored meno and that you could not
go before the country for a moment with your &;nposlﬂon. and you
dare not let it go for three months until the new gress meets,

That is what is in the heart of some Republican. Yet yon
are trying to drive through this Congress this bill in a kind of
strangle-hold fashion. Said this Republican:

You know it and =o do I, and I do not believe it will stand the
ghost of a chance of getting through the Senate.

I hope he is right.

But I do net want my good friends here, on the Republican side,
whom I bave tried to persuade to stay in the straight and narrow path
in the past—I do not want them to fall down at this time, because I
want them, all of them, to be here two years from now.

They will not be there if they vote for such propositions as
this. He said further:

Why was the bill not brought up before election?

I put the same question to my friend the Senator from Utah
while he was on his feet and he has not answered me yet, and
to show that it is a fair question a Republican Congressman
puts the same question to him and puts it to other Republican
Senators. He eaid:

il ARATERE s Bt e R S R R
1ngl{ efeated if presented four months hence to the new (Congress
coming fresh from the people. 5

There 1z the indictment. A few years ago, when the Senate
considered for guite a while—and certainly most carefully—the
Jones bill, we thought that would surely result in the main-

ave ever seen in all my experience

tenance of our merchant marine. At that time we believed that
the distingnished Semator from Wushington, now in charge of
this bill, had evolved a plan and eonstructed a bill which would
make the merchant marine a success in the future. That is
why we supported the Jones bill; and at that time, sitting in
the Chamber, was a very distinguished Republican. Those were
his views. He sealed the fact by a vote for the bill, and that
distinguished Republican is now none other than the President
of the United States, who admits, by eoming to the Congress
and pressing forward this legislation, that he was not so wise,
that he was mistaken, when, two years or more ago, he cham-
pioned the Jones bill and voted for it and helped to enact it
into law. ;

What changes have come about that should change the situa-
tion? One is that we have Lasker as the head of the Shipping
Board, the wise man of shipping, who knows everything about
advertising but before he took charge of this board knew noth-
ing about shipping.

I nofice he has taken my good friend from Kansas [Mr.
Carrer] to taw because the junior Senator from Kansas saw
fit to write some editorials in his papers out in the Middle West
ogainst the ship subsidy bill and told the truth about it, namely,
that it would allow the Shipping Board to lend to these men
and these interests, be they the Standard Oil, the United Fruit
Co., or the Steel Corporation, money to buy these ships at low
interest rates. He said it would enable the board to lend to
them $125,000,000 at 2 per cent interest. Simply because the
Senator from Kansas said that this would cost the Government
approxithately $750,000,000 for the next 10 years Lasker has a
nightmare, goes into the press, and gives out a statement
criticizing the Senator from Kansas, saying, “ Oh, the infor-
mation he got is from Democratic sources and therefore it can
not be correct.” -

Lasker himself said in the testimony that it would cost the
Government $52,000,000 a year in subsidies to operate this .
proposition. He admits and the SBenator from Washington
admits that it will enable the board to lend $125,000,000 at a
low rate of interest to the men who purchase the ships, and in
his testimony before the committee Lasker stated that the mer-
chant marine was worthless, that you could not get anything
for it, that although it cost three billien dollars or more they
would hardly be able to get $200,000,000 for it. Yet he takes
the Senator from Kansas fo task. The Senator from Kansas is
performing a great service to the American people in exposing
the imiquities of this bill; and I dare say that, big and power-
ful and influential as Lasker is, he can not browbeat the dis-
tinguished Senator from Kamsas and cause him to elose his
mouth or cease his wrifing in condemnsation of this nefarious
measuare.

Mr, McKELLAR. Mr. President—

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi
vield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr, HARRISON. I yield.

Mr. McKELLAR. In that eonnection I call attention to the
fact that this bill sets apart 10 per eent of all the enstoms
duties, which, according to the statements made by those in
charge of the recently passed tariff bill, will amount to
$45,000,000 a year, and, in additien, the tonnage dues, amount-
ing to $4,000,000 a year, making $49,000,000 which they actually
set apart to pay these subsidies.

My, JONES of Washington, Mr, President, will the Senator
from Mississippi permit?

Mr. HARRISON. I yield.

Mr. JONES of Washington. The Senator will have to con-
cede that the Commerce Commiltee has recommended an
amendment to this bill limiting the amount which can be spent
in any year as compensation for these ships to $30,000,000. It
is plain language. BSenators may argue as they see fit, but
that is what the committee recommends.

Mr. McKELLAR. That is not what the House passed, and,
of course, it can be stricken out very easily in conference.
What you do is to set apart $49,000,000 of the people’s money to
pay this subsidy.

Mr. HARRISON. Of eourse, the Senator from Washington
recognizes the fact that I was merely answering Lasker's
statement in condemning my friend, the Senator from Kansas
[Mr, Carper]. When some Republican goes out to eondemn
another Republican, it looks as if ne Republican dares open his
mouth in defense of the other Republican. So I have fonnd
that about half of my time om the floor is spent in defending
Republicans.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, the Senator from Washing-
ton certainly does not mean to say that $30,000,000 is all that
might be expended under this bill. That amendment has been
offered merely to provide some people a life line to climb dowa
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on. There is no amendment providing that a contract shall
be declared void if the expense runs to $50,000,000, if they gim-
ply thought it would not be more than $30,000,000,

Mr. HARRISON. I do not want to be mistaken about this
measure, and I do not want to take up the time of the Senate
unnecessarily. I do not want the Senator from Washington to
think, when I propound a question to him, that I am just trying
to consume time,

Mr. JONES of Washington. That never enfered my mind.

AMr. HARRISON. I am trying to get information. I say
that because I am going to ask the Senator some questions now,
As I understand it, the Standard Oil Co. with its tankers, or
any ships they may own, will come under the provisions of this
bill, just the same as any person who might buy ships from the
Shipping Board or might operate ships.

Mr. JONES of Washington, The companies operating ships
for the carrying of their own products get no subsidy, accord-
ing to the bill as it passed the House.

Mr, HARRISON, I want the Senator to explain to me one
thing, briefly, if he will. The original bill, the one presented
by Lasker, which the President asked the Congress to pass, and
which was submitted to the House of Representatives, did it
not include the provision for pay to the Standard Oil Co. i it
had tankers?

Mr, JONES of Washington. It did.

Mr. HARRISON. Or the United States Steel Corporation if
it operated ships?

Mr, JONES of Washington. It did.

Mr., HARRISON. Or the United Fruit Co. if it operated
ships?

Mr, JONES of Washington. It did.

Mr. HARRISON. They would not only get the advantages of
the indirect subsidy, but would get the direct sulsidy, would
they not? :

Mr. JONES of Washington. They were put on the basis of
any person owning ships.

Mr. HARRISON. If the Standard Oil Co. was bringing
some oil from Mexico to New York in its own tankers, the
ships loaded exclusively with its own products, under the
original draft of the bill what benefit would they receive?
In other words, I would like to have the Senator illustrate the
difference between the original bill and the bill as it is
before the Senate, so far as the Standard Oil Co. in bringing
its own products in its own tankers from Mexico to New York
is eoncerned.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I do not seek to conceal any-
thing with reference to this.

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator never does conceal facts with
reference to a measure of which he is in charge.

Mr. JONES of Washington, It is just as the Senafor has
suggested ; under the original bill, as it was first introduced,
Standard Oil ships, or United Fruit Co. ships, in fact, all ships
under the American flag, would be on the same basis. The
House excluded from the benefits of the subsidy features of
the bill ships carrying products of the owners of those ships.

Mr, HARRISON., What position was taken by the commit-
tee of which the Senator is chairman?

Mr. JONES of Washington. We did not interfere with that
provision of the House.

Mr. HARRISON, The commiftee did not accept Lasker's
proposal, in other words, to that extent?

Mr. JONES of Washington. No; we did not. We went
further, and in that part of the bill authorizing a loan fund
of $125,000,000 we inserted an amendment providing that none
of that money should be loaned to companies for the construe-
tion of ships to carry their own products.

Mr. HARRISON. Did the committee raise the rate of in-
terest, or was it raised in the House, from 2 per cent to 4}
or 4% per cent?

Mr, JONES of Washington. That was raised in the House.

Mr. HARRISON. The original draft carried only 2 per
cent?

Mr. JONES of Washington. It provided not less than 2
per cent.

Mr. HARRISON. I thank the Senator. I did not know why
the chairman of the Shipping Board, an expert in advertising,
wanted to give all those favors to the Standard 0il Co., the
United Fruit Co., or the Steel Corporation. This may sound
hard to some of you, but we are trying to let everything out and
keep no secret. Far be it from me to suggest that Mr. Lasker’s
recommendation was because in the recent eampaign Mr. Rocke-
feller—a poor fellow, of course, who needs the sympathy of
everybody—in the last report filed by the chairman of the
Republican National Campaign Commitiee was shewn to be
one of the largest contributors to the Republican Party, hav-

ing given $25,000. His son, John D., jr., was quite lavish in his
fonation. I think he gave $25,000. Of course that was the
amount the chairman stated that these gentlemen had given,
He did not say how much more they had given that was not
shown in the report. Comnsequently we must accept the state-
ment that only $50,000 was given by father and son Rockefeller
to the Bepublican campaign fund in the last election. And here
Mr. Lasker, head of the Shipping Board, writes a bill, in fre-
quent conference with the President, which receives the in-
dorsement of the President, which is sought to be passed
through the Congress under whip and spur of Executive
influence, that gives to the Standard Oil Co. greater privileges
than would be enjoyed by any other person and few other
corporations under the provisions of the bill.

Mr. CARAWAY, Mr, President, may I ask the Senator a
question ?

Mr. HARRISON, Certainly.

Mr. CARAWAY. Inasmuch as the: bill as it was then
written and reported out in the House contained this benefit
to them, does not the Senator think the Republican Party ought
to pay back their campaign contributions if they are going to
amend the bill and cut out those benefits?

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; they should be fair with Lbena
because the Rockefellers, John D., jr.,, and John D., sr., ha
every reason to believe when they made the donation of
$50,000 that they were going to be taken care of.

Mr, CALDER. Mr, President—

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Miss{ssippi
yield to the Senator from New York?

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly.

Mr. CALDER. I wish simply to correct the Senator in
regard to the elder Rockefeller. In testimony submitted to the
Committee on Manufactures recently, it was called to my ate
tention this morning that it had been stated that the elder
Rockefeller is not now a stockholder in the Standard Oil Co.
So that he ought not to get his money back.

Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator believe that?

Mr, CALDER. The statement was made by the president of
the company, and he is a truthful man. He said that the
vounger Rockefeller was a large stockholder and the elder
Rockefeller was not a stockholder, and I believe that the gen-
tleman who made the statement told the truth.

Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator believe that John D.,
gr., has no interest in the Standard Oil Co.?

Mr. CALDER. I repeat merely what the president of the
company said.

Mr. HARRISON. I do not mean financial interest alome, I
mean sympathy for the poor little thing,

Mr, CALDER. I repeat that the gentleman testified that
young Rockefeller was a large stockholder, but his father had
no interest in the company. I believe that is true, because the
man who stated it is a truthful man, 3

Mr. HARRISON. But the Senator does not believe that it
is fair, after John D., jr—I will leave out John D., sr.—the
man who owns the largest interest in the Standard 0il Co,,
gave this $25,000, and the House had passed this liberal pro-
vision that would treat him fairly, indeed, that now the Sen-
ate, through the Senator from New York and his friends, should
go back on any promise made?

Mr. CALDER. The Senator again is misstating the fact;
unwittingly, I am sure.

Mr. HARRISON. Oh, certainly.

Mr, CALDER. The House did not pass the bill with a pro-
vision in it to take care of the Standard Oil Co.

Mr. HARRISON. The House committee reported it out con-
taining that provision.

Mr. CALDER. The House refused to keep that provision
in the bilL ]

Mr. HARRISON. I know the Senator does not want to be
technical.

Mr, CALDER. But the point I want to make is——

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator has not answered my ques-
tion.

Mr. CALDER. The point I make is that Mr. Rlockefeller, sr.,
at least, is not entitled to have his money back if, as the Senator
intimates, he may have contributed, because the Standard Oil
Co. was being taken care of in the shipping bill.

Mr. HARRISON. I have eliminated Jobhn D., sr.; I am talk-
ing about John D., jr., now.

Mr. CALDER. I am quite sure that John D. Rockefeller, jr.,
who Is a great philanthropist and is also a good Republican,
contributed his part of the fund with no expectation of any
help or assistance from anybody. He is too high type of man
for that, and the Senator ought to know it

Mr. HARRISON. He is a constituent of the Senator?
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Mr. CALDER. Yes; he lives in my State, and is a very dis-
tinguished citizen, a splendid man, a very high-minded Chris-
tian gentleman, and when he contributes to the funds of the
Republican Party he contributes like he does to many other
good purposes, for the good of the country.

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator does not think that favoritism
by legislation should be shown to John D. Rockefeller, jr.,
does he?

Mr. CALDER. Of course not.

Mr. HARRISON. Merely because he has these exceptional
qualities?

Mr. CALDER. Of course not.

Mr., HARRISON. The Senator was not in sympathy with
what the House committee did when it reported out the bill
containing that special provision?

Mr. CALDER. Of course not. I am entirely in sympathy
witl: that provision of the bill which eliminates from any
benefits all companies which carry their own goods exclusively.

Mr., HARRISON. The Senator, then, was not in sympathy
with Lasker's suggestion that it should be done?

Mr. CALDER. [ do not know who made the suggestion or
if he prepared the bill. I anx not in sympathy with that partic-
ular provision.

Mpr. HARRISON, If the President indorsed it, the Senator is
then out of sympathy with the President on that proposition?

Mr, CALDER. I doubt very much if the President knew it
would affect that particular interest. I am sure that he did
not know it.

Mr. McKELLAR. Surely he read the bill before he recom-
mended it to the Congress,

AMr. HARRISON. The best excuse the Senator can offer is
ignorance on the subject, and we will all accept that excuse,

Mr, CALDER. Oh, no; I do not offer that reason at all.

Mr. HARRISON. Did the gentleman who appeared before
the committee this morning say when John D., sr,, got out of
the Standard Oil Co?

Mr, CALDER. I was not present at the committee meeting.
I was informed by a Senator who was present, and a newspaper
carried the story. His testimony was given about a week ago.

Mr., HARRISON. But he did not say when John D, sr., got
out?

Mr, CALDER. I did not see that statement made,

Mr. HARRISON. He may have gotten out after he learned
that the Committee on Commerce had repudiated what the
House Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries had en-
deavored to do for him—in other words, had taken away from
him the favoring provisions that had been granted to him or

his company in the original draft and by the action of the House |

« committee? .

My, CALDER. My recollection i3 that the statement was
made that he had had no interest in the company for the past
two years. !

Mr. KING. Mr, President, will the Senator from Mississippi
yield to me?

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly.

Mr, KING. May I inguire of the Senator from New York,
with the permission of the Senator having the floor, if he means
to state that John D. Rockefeller, sr., has no interest either in
the Standard Oil Co. or any of its multitude of subsidiary
organizations? 5

Mr. CALDER. I simply repeated the statement made by the
president of the Standard Oil Co. before the Committee on
Manufactures. In that statement it was set forth that for the
past two years—I think I am correct in the time—the elder
Rockefeller had had no financial interest in the Standard Oil
Co. of New Jersey.

Mr, KING. The Senator knows that the Standard Oil Co.
of New Jersey, the parent organization, has a multitude of sub-
sidiary organizations, and that the parent organization now
is of less consequence than many of the children which have
sprung from it.

-Mr. CALDER. My information is that the Standard Oil Co.
of New Jersey is by far the most important, the most wealthy,
and the most influential of them all !

Mr., KING. The Senator knows that the Standard Oil Co.
of New Jersey, the parent company, owns the Standard Oil Co.
of Indiana and a multitude of other companies, pipe-line com-
panies, prospecting companies, and other organizations engaged
in the development of the oil industry. Does the Senator mean
to state that John D. Rockefeller, sr., is not interested in any
of those great organizations?

Mr. CALDER. Of course, I have no knowledge of that. I
have no knowledge of the ramifications of Mr. Rockefeller's in-
terests. I simply repeated the statement made by the presi-
dent of the company before the Senate Committee on Manu-
factures.

Mr. KING. I think the Senator will discover that Mr.,
Rockefeller’s holdings in oil companies—I do not care by what
name they may be labeled—exceed $350,000.000, according to
the par value of the stock.

Mr. HARRISON. As I understand the Senator from New
York, he had some friend who appeared before the committee
who said that John D., sr., had no interest in the Standard Oil
Co. of New Jersey.

Mr. CALDER. The Senator from Mississippi is putting
words in my mouth. T did not say I had a friend who ap-
peared before the committee, I said that the president of the
Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey had appeared before the com-
mittee and made the statement. -

Mr. HARRISON, He made the statement that John D., sr.,
had no inferest in the Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey?

Mr. CALDER.- Yes; but that his son, John D., jr., was a
large stockholder,

Mr. HARRISON. And, of course, we assume and the Sena-
tor, I imagine, assumes that John D. Rockefeller, sr., still has
a holding in the Standard Oil Co. of Indiana, the Standard OIl
Co. of Ohio, and the many other subsidlary companies?

Mr, CALDER. I assume nothing of the sort. I know noth-
ing about it. :

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator does not know? The only
assurance he has is that some person has stated before a com-
mittee that John D, sr,, has no interest now in the Standard
0il Co. of New Jersey.

Mr, CALDER. No. I do not know anything about it.

Mr. HARRISON. The Standard Oil Co. of Ohio or of Indi-
ana or of some other State may have tankers and operate
tankers in the trade, The Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey is
not the only Standard Oil Co. that owns and operates tankers
carrying their product to and fro over the seas, is it?

Mr. CALDER. I am not sure of that, of course, but I am
under the impression, from information I have obtained from
time to time, that the Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey are by
far the largest owners of oil tankers. I have not exact infor-
mation, but that is the information that comes to me in a
general way. There may be other oil companies that own
tankers,

Mr. HARRISON, Of course, what I thought when the Sena-
tor first rose was that he had some information that John D,
sr,, did not give the $25,000 contribution which the Republican
chairman reported in his statement; but the Senator, of course,
I imagine, will agree that the chairman of the Republican
committee would tell the truth about it, or about anything, and.
that that was all right.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator?

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly.

Mr. CARAWAY. If I understood the Senator from New
York correctly, he said that the Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey
had been operating most of the tankers, I presume that was
suggzested to him because they recently declared a 400 per cent
stock dividend, and that might also suggest to him that they
were the owners of the ships.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, coming back to the propo-
gition that the ship subsidy bill shonld await the new Congress
recently elected by the people, I want to read what the Re-
publican campaign textbook, in the Republican platform, said
with respect to the merchant marine, At no place in it does it
hint or suggest subsidy. On the contrary it indorses the Jones
Act which .was passed here by a Republican Congress to main-
tain the merchant marine and to which the President of the
United States gave his earnest support and for which he voted
and which carried no subsidy. Here is what the platform said:

We indorse the sound legislation recently enacted by the Republican
Congress that will insure the promotion and malntenance of the
American merchant marine,

There is an indorsement of the Jones Act. The American
people in that election had a right to rely on the fact that you
were through with legislation affecting the merchant marine,
and they had no thonght that you would come here and want
to place additional taxes on the American people to the extent
of $875.000,000 to give to the Shipping Trust. Yet that is what
is sought in the pending bill.

Mr. President, getting back to the motion of the Senator from
Nebraska to take up the agricultural credits legislation and
sidetrack, so to speak, the ship subsidy bill, presenting an issue
to this body whether the Shipping Trust needs our help more
and to a greater extent than the farmers of the country, I
want to refresh the memories of Senators that a year and a
half or more ago this body and the House of Representatives
passed a joint resolution providing for an agrieultural inquiry
and a commission was appointed to look into agricultural condi-
tions, in an endeavor to solve the problem, and to make their
recommendations touching legislation and otherwise, that might
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promote the interests of the agricultural classes. That com-
mission worked faithfully for months, It made many sug-
gestions. It made, in my opinion, many wise recommenda-
tions.

Up until this good hour, although those recommendations
were made six or eight months ago, this Congress has dilly-
dallied with the tariff and dillydallied with revenue legislation
and talked about the ship subsidy and the antilynching bill and
the Liberian loan until we have wasted the time, and we have
passed none of the legislation that might have benefited the
farmers of the country. And yet when the proposal is made
and the sentiment of the country is crystallized for agricultural
credits legislation we have it thrown at us that there is a fili-
buster on. Filibuster! Why? Because we are trying to point
out to you that the next Congress is the Congress to take up
and solve the ship subsidy question, and that this Congress is
the one to take up agricultural credits legislation and enact
it speedily, so that if relief is to come to the farmers of the
country it may be given to them at the earliest possible moment.

Mpy. President, in the summary of the recommendations of the
Joint Commission of Agricultural Inquiry we find the following :

(1) That the Federal Government affirmatively legalize the coopera-
tive combination of farmers for the purpose of marketing, grading,
sorting, processing, or distributing thelr products.

- L =® L -

- -

(3) That there ghould be a warehousing system which will provide &
uniform liability on the part of the warehounsemen and in which the
moral and financial hazards are fully insured.

-

- - - = - £

(4) The commigsion believes that an immediate reduction of freight
rates on farm products is absolutely necessary to a renewal of normal
agricnltural operations and prosperity, and recommends prompt action
by the railroads and constituted public authority to that end.

Is there anything that is burdening the farmers of the Middle
West and the far western sections more than the high freight
rates which are charged by railroads? Is it not a guestion of
such moment and importance that this Congress should turn its
attention to it and let the ghip subsidy bill, which will cost
the American people so much, slide away until the next Con-
gress begins its session? Which does the American people
believe more important—subsidy legislation or a reduection of
freight rates by the railroads, especially on agricultural prod-
uets? Which legislation would be more welcome to the farmers
of the West and South? To ask the question is to answer it;
and yet this Congress, under its wise leadership, allows Itself
to waste precious moments in talking about subsidizing the
Shipping Trust and permits the farmers of the great Middle
West, of the Sounth, and every other part of the country to
continue to pay high and unreasonable freight rates in order
that they may ship their products from the farm to the con-
sumer,

The commission made other recommendations. It recom-
mended furthermore—

(5) That there should be an extension of the statistical divisions
of the Department of Agriculture, particularly along the line of pro-
curement of live-stock statistics.

I hope that the Agricultural Department is working toward
that end; but I do not know.

ould made b; ngress
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caltural products.

We passed a bill the other day carrying an appropriation of
over $100,000 for consular agents and commereial attachés in
foreign couniries to study trade conditions, to study commerce,
and to report back to the Department of Commerce. We have
recommended that agricultural attachés should be appointed in
those countries in order that they might study agricultural
conditions there and report them back and let the farmers learn
by first-hand information the condition of erops and of markets
throughout those countries and throughout the world.

The commission also recommends—

(721 The development by trade associations and by State and Federal
eanction of more accurate, uniform, and practical grades of agricul-
tural products and standards of containers for the same,

Nothing has been done along that line.

(8) That adequate Federal appropriations should be made for the
promotion of better book and record keeping of the cost of production
of farm products on the basis of the farm-plant unit as a basis for the
development of more efficlent methods of farm management,

It is to be hoped that in the consideration of the Agricultural
appropriation bill at this session some of these recommenda-
tions, at least, will be taken up and acted upon, and that some
law may be enacted to carry out the recommendations of this
commission.

10) More a te wholesale terminal facilities, lar
- m:ﬁ: :ri;:-g ?narlnem. and a more mﬂ m

h o
zation of the agencies and facilities of distribution of ‘Hﬁufun con-
suming centers of the eountry.

(11) The development of better roads to local markets, joint facili-
ties at terminals connecting rail, water, and motor transport systems,
and more adequate faeilities at ship ing points, with a view to reducing
the cost 6f marketing and distribution.
nitglgt‘&'rhat greater effort be directed to the improvement of commu-

Here is a recommendation which is more important than ail
the others; one that cries out from every farm home through-
?;H: the country; one to which no Senator can turn a deaf ear.

is:

(2) That the farmer’s requirements for credit corresponding to his
turnover and having maturity of from six months to three years, which
will enable payment to be made from the proeeeds of the glm. be met
by an adaptation of the present banking system of the country which
will enable it to furnish eredit of this character. It is expected that
A concrete groposni to carry out this recommendation will be made In
part 2 of this report.

That was one of the recommendations which the commission,
after weeks and months of earnest work and endeavor, unani-
mously ‘agreed upon; that the agricultural credit system as
to-day constituted does not meet the demands nor the needs of
the farmers of the country. So we drafted a bill to cover the
matter. That bill did not meet my ideas in every particular;
1 suppose it met the ideas of no member of the commission in
every particular; but we agreed to it because it was the best
plan upon which all parties to the commission could agree. I
am for that bill, with amendments, until a better plan can be
suggested by some one else. But after the commission, follow-
ing weeks of labor, recommended this important legislation for
the farmers, who are to-day more distressed than ever before
in their history, we are confronted by a sltuation which is most
glaringly and correctly illustrated by one statement made by
the expert of the commission. He was a splendid expert; I
dare say that if we had combed the whole country we could
not have procured one more faithful to the trust imposed than
Doctor King. He found and the commission found, according
to all the statistics they gathered, that— :

Measured in terms of purchasing power, the farmer's dollar in 1920
was worth only 80 cents.

We might consider the purchasing power at that time of the
banker's dollar, the purchasing power of the dollar of the
owners of the great steamship lines of the country, the purchas-
ing power of the United Fruit Co., of the United States Steel
Corporation, of the Standard Oil Co., of commercial houses,
mereantile establishments, and manufacturing plants, and find
that the purchasing power of their dollar at that time was
much greater than that of the farmer; in fact, was so much
greater that it could hardly be compared to the purchasing
power of 89 cents on the dollar, as shown for the farwer in
that year. %

In May, 1921, the purchasing power of the farmer's dollar—
which amounted to 89 cents in 1920—had depreciated until it
was only 77 cents; and during the months since then the
purchasing power of the farmer’s dollar has gone still lower,
as my good friend the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Brook-
HART] will attest, becanse at the time when the purchasing
power of the farmer’s dollar was but 7T cents his corn was
selling at a higher price than that for which it sold a few
months ago or for which it sells to-day. The same statement
applies to wheat and other commodities which he raises.
Why, sirs, the average income received by a farmer for his
labor in 1909 was only $311. In 1918 it was $£1,278, and in 1920
it was only $219, and to-day in many sections it is less. The
average income of a person In every other business or trade
is greatly in excess of the farmer. In many sections of the
country distress, discontent, and unhappiness are staring the
American farmer in the face; privation and starvation hover
over many an humble American farm home. The farmer is
suffering because of high railroad rates, lack of marketing
facilities, and an inadequate and ancient eredit system which
does not respond to his needs; yet we git here as representa-
tives of the American people and try to press through Congress
a ship subsidy bill that will add to their burdens instead of
relieving them in the slightest degree.

Although, Mr. President, I realize these facts, yet when I °
suggest that a time be fixed to vote on a motion to give to the
farmer a day, so to speak, in court, a day when his case may
be presefited, a day when his case may be ecalled on the calen-
dar, a day when we may get away for a short time from the
consideration of a ship subsidy measure and consider the
wants and needs of the American farmer, I have hurled at me
the insinuation that I am in part helping in a filibuster.
Ah, my friends, this question presents the issue of whether
the shipping interests in this country can utilize and monopolize
of the Senate or whether we will be fair in a small
t least to the agricultural interests of the country and
to them, “ We are going to give you a few days so that we
consider some legislation for your benefit.”
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I am going to vote for the motion submitted by the dis-
tinguished Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris]. I shall not
vote for that motion because I favor the Norris bill; I am not
in favor of the Norris bill; but I am in favor of the farmers
having a day here in order that Senators may agree upon an
agricultural credit bill and upon other legislation for his benefit
and relief, and the best way is by adopting this motion. I
know that if we procrastinate, as we sometimes do on this side
and as the Republican majority always does on their side, we
will never get anywhere to relieve the distressed conditions of
agriculture as they are presented to us to-day.

I said I was not for the Norris bill. I have shown my oppo-
sition to it already. I happen to be a member of the Agricul-
tural Committee, and I was one Senator in that committee—
and I am not divulging any secrets when I say it—who made
two motions and called for a record vote trying to eliminate
the two objectionable features of the bill as I saw them. I am
not for my Government going into the junk-shop business—no!
I am not for my Government purchasing and operating and
holding elevators and warehouses—no! I filed a motion, and
on the roll eall I voted to eliminate that provision from the
bill, and T am not for the other provision, I am not for section
2 of the Norris bill, which seeks to buy agricultural products
from any person. I do not want to see my Government go into
the mercantile business. I do not want to see it go out and
as among and between farmers compete in the purchase of their
products. I am against the Government selling such products
to any person within the United States or to any person or to
any government or subdivision of government without the
United States. To me those provisions are not only socialistic
but they are bolshevistic, and I shall vote against them in the
consideration of this bill; and if they are not eliminated, and
the vote comes on the passage of the bill, I shall vote against
the bill. But T voted to report it out, reserving the right to
offer amendments and vote as I saw fit on the floor of the
Senate. I did it because I knew it was the only way for us to
agree on a measure as a substitute that would guarantee some
relief,

I know, however, what is going to happen, and you know
what is going to happen. We can not fool ourselves. Unless
the adherents of ship subsidy legislation continue to occupy the
tinie of the Senate to the exclusion of the consideration of an
agricultural credits bill, we will take up the Norris bill for con-
sideration. It will be discussed. Every line of it, every sug-
gestion in it, will receive arguments for it and against it, and
in the end we will agree upon a substitute for the Norris bill
that will meet the needs, at least in part, of the agricultural
interests of the country in the form of an agricultural credits
bill.

1 hope that when we shall have begun the consideration of
the bill we can agree upon the bill that was recommended by
the Joint Commission on Agricultural Inquiry, that was known
as the Lenroot bill and that is known in the House as the
Anderson bill, and which received the indorsement—of course,
with reservations to improve it—of the Commission on Agri-
cultural Inquiry., I want to see that bill substituted, with
some amendments to it. I want to see the amount of $1,000,000
that is to be appropriated to each of the 12 Federal land banks
increased in amount to $10,000.000 for each one, making pos-
sible a capitalization of $120,000,000, with power vested in the
bank fo issne bonds and obligate itself to the amount of
$1,200,000,000.

Is that giving the farmers a little mess of pottage? Is that
a piece of popgun legislation, when you present an opportunity
to the farmers of the country to borrow $1,200,000,000, provided
they can meet the terms of the bill? They are modern. They
are well drawn. It will render great benefit to the agricultural
class, who need the credit; and I want to see that bill amended
further so that it will compel the Federal Farm Loan Bureau,
which is to control this credit, to establish in every agricul-
tural or live-stock State where it has no offices now a branch
- office or an agency. I want to carry the plan to the farmers,
and I want to see it amended—although I know without hope
of success—so that the institution need not go through the
banks to loan the money to the farmers or go directly to the
associations. I would have it read that this concern can loan
the money directly to the farmer if he can produce the secur-
ity, freeing him from the interest charges imposed by the banks
or the necessity of organization in an association in order to
obtain the credit.

That proposition has been tried out in this body on an amend-
ment that I offered a year ago, I believe, when we were consid-
ering the amendment to the War Finance Corporation bill. It
has been tried out in the committees. I know that I am but a
part of a small minority on that proposition, and so I am will-

ing to take the very mext best thing, which, I think, is Incor-
porated in what is known as the Lenroot-Anderson bill. We can
get together on that proposition, and I hope that the Banking
and Currency Committee of this body will not take up too much
time, although the matter should be carefully considered; that
they will eventually report out that bill, with such amendments
as they think are wise, so that we can all get together on it
or some other proposition that may be better and sounder. offer
it as a substitute for the Norris bill, and pass it, so that we can
at least say to the farmers, “ We have redeemed in part the
pledges and promises we made to you.”

I would not stop there. That is not all. If I should write
the policy of agricultural credit legislation at this time, T would
incorporate in it a provision such as is embodied in the Norris
bill, such as is embodied in the Norbeck bill, such as has been
suggested in other pleces of legislation here, that the life of
the War Finance Corporation shall be extended another year
or more, or that some corporation shall be ereated as its suc-
cessor, and it can loan money to interests in other countries to
buy our surplus agricultural products here, provided the money
is spent in this country and provided those interests put up
adequate security before they borrow. That is what will help
in this country.

When I look at you I remember how you have isolated
America, how you have destroyed to our farmers as well as
manufacturers the markets of foreign countries, how you have
dammed up the stream of commerce so that agricultural prod-
ucts, of which we had a surplus in prior vears and of which
we have a surplus now, can not flow, and consequently a sur-
plus hoarded here drives down the price of the farmers’ prod-
uets, If it had not been for that policy, if you had shown a
little more wisdom, if you had not halted in your steps so
much, if you had not been fearful of certain men in the Repub-
lican Party who would cry out, * Foreign entanglements!” we
would have gone over there to try to help—yes; to try to help
Germany in the reparations imposed upon her, to help Poland,
to help other countries, through our counsel and our advice and
our influence, to be rehabilitated; to help their industries start
up anew and fo restore prosperity to those countries, becanse
when we do that we open up markets for our agricultural
products and insure to America prosperity not only on farm, in
factory, but to all our people.

Then, too, you have added to the farmer's burden by trying
to build a tariff wall around this country, so that we can not
trade with other countries, thinking we could just live here
among ourselves and eat up or use our own products, destroy
our exports, and diminish our balance of trade; and it is all
felt in reduced prices to the American farmer.

Why, I saw my friend from North Dakota [Mr. McCusmBER]
and my friend from Indiana [Mr. Warsox] exhibit on the
floor of this body a little doll, made, no doubt, by some little
German girl. It took her, perhaps, days and even months to
make that little toy. She thought, perhaps, that by her efforts
she could gladden some little heart in America at Christmastide,
She thought, perhaps, she could sell it for enough to buy her
a little Christmas present, or a little Christmas toy; yet I
heard the Senator from North Dakota and the Senator from
Indiana say that a tariff wall should be constructed so high
as to prevent that little German girl from making and selling
here that little, simple toy to gladden the heart of a little
American girl!

That is your policy; that is your record in this body and in
the other body. I appeal to you, let us join hands and vote for
the motion to take up the Norris bill, not especially because
we are for the Norris bill but because it presents a foundation
on which we can construct some agricultural credits legislation
that will give immediate relief, if necessary, to the great farm-
ing classes of the country.

Oh, you need not worry; you will not lose the support of the
great Shipping Trust of the country. You will not lose the
support and the future ecampaizn contributions of Rockefeller,
even though John D., sr., has gone out of business in New Jersey.
You will not lose the support of the United States Steel Corpo-
ration and the United Fruit Co. Let them wait a little while.
Let the farmers have a day in court. Let us deal fairly with
them. Let us meet the conditions as they arise. Let us stop
making this charge of filibustering. Let us discuss these mat-
ters in an open way, and try to arrive at a quick conclusion.

When I east my vote for this motion I am not fearful of the
finger of scorn being pointed at me on the ground that I am
for the socialistic doctrine of the Government buying and oper-
ating elevators and warehouses and buying and selling agri-
cultural products. I am merely voting for it to open up the
opportunity so that we can get together here and frame legisla-
tion to take care of this agricultural situation,
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I want to see on this program, also, the Federal reserve law
aended so that agricultural paper can be discounted for a
longer time than is given to it under the present law. I want
to see it extended te nine months, so that the paper which can
be discounted can carry some benefit to the farmers of the
country.

Mr, President, I have said about all I desire to say. I hope
we can speed along. T hope that we can pass the appropriation
bills and that we can all get together.

Mr. CALDER. The Senator from Mississippi has very kindly
yielded to me that I may give notice that to-morrow, at the
convening of the Senate, I shall address the Senate on the ship-
ping bill.

Mr, CURTIS. I do not like to interrupt the Senator from
Mississippi, but I desire to have action on two amendments of
the House to amendments of the Senate to the State and Jus-
tice Departments appropriation bill. There will be no debate
over it.

Mr. HARRISON. Very well. I yield the floor.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I shall not take any time to
answer in detail the statements made by the Senator from
Mississippi [Mr. Hagrrison], but I desire to refer to one in
particular at this time, because I think perhaps the country
ought to know facts about the statement made by the Senator
in relation to the imports and exports of our Government.

I'rom the speech of the Senator from Mississippi we were led
to believe that no imports of any amount were coming into
this country and that the tariff law had dried up all sources
of exportations, and that our export trade had been virtually
destroyed.

What are the facts? Only this morning there appeared in
the Washington Post an editorial which read as follows:

The overseas trade statistics, made public on Monday by the De-
partment of Commerce, contain the gratifying intelligénce that ex-
ports in November reached the highest point of the current year,
The total value of the commodities sent abroad was $383,000,000,
which is $12,000,000 more than the figure for October, $90,000,000
more than that for November, 1921, and $138,000,000 more than that

, for November, 1913. It is evident that in this important department
of trade the trend is steadily upward. A large volume of exports
generally denotes mnational prosperity, and in the present instance
that is undoubtedly its meaning.

That does not look as if our exports are declining to a
minimum. That does not look as if in the near future there
will be no outlet at all for the products of the farm or the
products of the factory; $383,000,000 worth of goods were ex-
ported during the month of November.

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator yield?

Mr, SMOOT. 1 yield.

Mr. HARRISON. Would the Senator mind placing in the
Recorp in this connection a statement of the exports and im-
ports, by months, for the past 36 months?

Mp., SMOOT. I have not that information here, but I will
be zlad to insert it if I can secure it by to-morrow.

AMr. HARRISON. I hope the Senator will,

Mr. SMOOT. For the last three years?

Mr. HARRISON. For the last 36 months, by months.

Mr. SMOOT. That would take it into the war period, and
that, of course, would be of little value,

Mr. HARRISON. Thirty-six months would take it into the
wur period?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; that is three years.

Mr. HARRISON. That does not take us back to the war

riod.
l)eMr. SMOOT, The Senator knows that right after the war
the business of this country was even greater than it was the
year before,

Mr. HARRISON. Then let the Senator take it for the
last 24 months.

Mr. SMOOT.
last 24 months.

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator always watches those things.
The exports have gone down constantly in the last 24 months,
have they not?

Mr, SMOOT.  In some months they did, and in some months
they did not.

Mr., HARRISON,
gradually declined. :

Mr. SMOOT. Not since the passage of the tariff bill, how-
ever, and it was the claim of the Senator that because of the
passage of the tariff bill, that “iniquitous measure,” as he
designated it, our imports had decreased, and our exports had
gone down to almost a minimum, :

Mpr. HARRISON. They have been so very, very small dur-
ing the Republican administration that they amounted to prac-
tically nothing.

LKI-V—48

In most of the months they went down;

I am perfectly willing to put it in for the

Mr. SMOOT. In the month of November of this year, 1922,
our exports were §138,000,000 more than they were in No-
vember, 1913, when the Democratic Party was in power, when
there was no war, and just before the breaking out of the war
in Europe. =
19%:;. HARRISON. Will the Senator read what they were in

Mr. SMOOT. I have not the figures here as to that, but I
will say to the Senator that I am perfectly willing to put inte
the REcorp a statement of our exports for every month and
every year since 1913, if it will do any good.

Mr. HARRISON. I think it will do a lot of good.

Mr, SMOOT. In that connection I want to say that there is
no question but that during the war period we exported every-
thing that could possibly be gathered together. There is no
need comparing those years with ordinary times, when there
Is no war. But I am citing last month’s ficures, a time when
the Senator from Mississippi wants the people of this country
to understand there was a stagnation in all our exports, and T
call attention to the fact that they were $138,000,000 more in
November, 1922, than in November, 1913, the month of No-
vember before the declaration of war in 1914, 1 only hope, as
an American citizen, that our esports will continue to grow,
and I see no reason why they should not, at least if European
countries can get upon their feet again.

Mr, President, that $138,000,000 increase was notwithstanding
the fact that the purchasing power of the people in Europe
has been brought so low that in some countries the people can
not even get food euough to eat. Yet. with all that, our ex-
ports, as I have stated, are $138,000,000 move for the month
;)é .\?:ovemher of 1922 than they were for the month of November,

13.

Again, I think the figures will show that for the last three
months our exports lave been more than in any other three
months outside of the war period. There is no one on either
side of the Chamber who is not interested in legislation that
"would help the agriculturists of this country. I have no doubt
but that the recommendations of President Harding in his last
message, wherein he calls specific atfention to the need for
legislation by Congress, which the Senator from Mississippi has
stated he is in favor of, will be carried out, and, as far as I am
personally concerned, I want them carried out just as soon us
it Is possible to do it. The Senator from Mississippi can not
denounce the Norris bill in any stronger terms than I do. He
does not denounce its principles any more than I do. It is
wrong in principle. I have not the least fear of its ever passing
this body.

I simply rose to put into the Recorp at this time a state-
ment of our exports. I am also happy to say that our imports
have increased. The Senator from North Carolina knows that
my estimate of the amount we would receive per annum after
the passage of the tariff bill was $400,000.000 at the most. From
what has occurred since the passage of the bill I think it will
be more than $400,000,000.

Mr. McKELLAR, What does the Senator estimate the im-
port duties will produce?

Mr., SMOOT. If our import duties continue on the same
basis that they have since the passage of the bill, I will say
to the Senator that I think the revenue will be about
$450,000,000.

Mr. McKELLAR. That is the amount I quoted to the Senator.

Mr. SMOOT. I heard the Senator this afternoon state that
he thought there would be 10 per cent of $430.000,000, and I
say frankly now if the increanse continues as it has in the last
few months there is no doubt but what the sum realized from
the importation of goods into this country will amount to
$450,000,000.

Mr, McKELLAR. I had in view the Senator’s statement
when I made the suggestion.

Mr. HEFLIN, Mr, President, the Senator from Utah [Mr,
Saoor] was boasting of our export trade for last month as
compared with the same month of 1913. The fact that the
foreign countries are buying from us, as export figures indicate,
contradicts the gloomy statement made recently by the Repub-
lican ambassador to Great Britain. Just at the time when
the cotton crop is moving to market, and knowing that Great
Britain is one of the greatest consumers of the raw cotion of
America, and that the farmer is trying to get a price that
will yield a profit, this Republican ambassador gives out a
statement that Europe is about to fail financially and that con-
ditions can not go on much longer as they are now going.

I submit that the figures which have been called to onr

attention by the Senator from Utah flatly contradict the state-
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ment given out by the ambassador to Great Britain, Mr. Harvey,
There are a great many people here who believe that he made
the statement for the purpose of injuriously affecting the cotton
market and the wheat market of the United States. It did
seriously affect both. "All sorts of things are resorted to in
order to affect the markets here to aid the speculator in rob-
bing the farmers of the United States.

This same man Harvey, who made the statement just re-
ferred to, not long ago rose on a solemn occasion in London and
expressed serious doubt as to whether a woman has a soul,
This man is representing a Christian nation——

Mr. CARAWAY. Oh, no; misrepresenting it.

Mr. HEFLIN., Misrepresenting it, as my friend from Ar-
kansas suggests. 1 submit that, acting as ambassador of the
greatest Govermment on the globe, he cast a reflection’ upon
every woman in the United States and in the world, Paul said
to Timothy—

The faith that is within thee was first in thy grandmother, Lois,
and then in thy mother, Eunice, 4

Woman has been and is to-day the keeper of the faith.

If there is one or the other who has not a soul, it must be
George Harvey and not the American wvoman. If I had been
President of these United States when this ambassador made
that speech in London, I would have recalled him by cable.

Mr, CARAWAY. Why not dismiss him and leave him there,
and not bring him back?

Mr. HEFLIN. I agree that that would have been better. I
would have employed whatever method would have humiliated
and punished him most. The President of the United States
owed it to the Christian Nation which he represents to call
that man away as representative of our country to Great
Britain, But this man who misrepresents our country, strange
to say, has not been removed. He has done half a dozen things
that have warranted his removal, but it is strange that certain
influences here seem to get a man of this type in position and
hold him there and it is Impossible to get him out. It is strange 4
indeed.

This man gave ouf the statement to which I referred, that
Europe was just about on the edge of financial collapse, when
it is not so. When Europe can buy more stuff from.us and
pay for it in the month just passed in 1922 than ghe could prior
to the war it presents a situation that flatly contradicts the
statement of George Harvey, His statement, in my judgment,
was made for the purpose of affecting the grain market and
the cotton market in the United States. I have seen letters to
the effect that his statement broke the cotton markef several
dollars a bale. That means a good deal on a crop of nine or
ten million bales, That means a great deal to the farmers who
are struggling and are in dire distress to-day. But this man
is permitted to get away with that sort of thing.

While Harvey stands in London telling us of the deplorable
financial situation in Europe, the Senator from Utah [Mr.
Swmoor], one of the leaders on the other side of the Chamber,
stands here and boasts of the purchasing power of Europe and
how it has increased, how it has grown by leaps and bounds
until to-day they are buying a great deal more, nedrly $200,-
000,000 in one month, more than they did prior to the war,
before its terrible devastation struck and cursed that counfry.

I 'submit that these are very remarkable contradictions.
Either George Harvey is mistaken or the Senator from Utah
is mistaken. I am satisfied the Senator from Utah is not mis-
taken, because I am sure he has given the figures correctly.

Mr. President, the Senator from Utah complains that we are
delaying the passage of the ship subsidy bill. I want to call
attention to what happened in connection with the tariff bill—
the most obnoxious and oppressive tariff bill ever written. It
was kept hanging here for one year, and it was held back by
the Republican Party &nd was not permitted to be put on the
statute books until it was too late for the American people to
know the evil effects of it before the election.

Mr. SMOOT, Mr. President, I think the Senator ought to
be fair. I have never before stated on the floor of the Senate,
during all of thee discussions, that the Democratic Party held
that bill back until just before election so the American people
would not get the benefit of it. I am surprised to hear the
Senator from Alabama now make the statement that the Re-
publican Party held it back. The Senator knows that the
Republican Party would have passed it months and months
before it was finally passed, The Senator from Alabama was
one among the Senators on his side of the Chamber who pre-
vented its passage. If we had had that bill in operation six
months before election, every argument that was made by
Democratic speakers in the campaign would have been swept
away from under the feet of my Democratic friends, because

it would have demonstrated then, just as it is demonstrated to-
day, what we said would take place,

I do not like to have the Senator say that it was the Re-
publican Party that held it up until just before election. If
anything could have defeated the party on account of the
passage of the legislation, that very thing would have defeated
it, because the Senator knows the result of a change of tariff
law, when it has not had time to demonstrate its——

Mr, HEFLIN. Time to get in its awful werk?

Mr. SMOOT. When it has not had time to demonstrate what
it will accomplish, no matter whether we call it good or evil.
Let it demonstrate itself. Of course, all sorts of charges could
be made against it and it may be called anything. The!
sponsors of the bill could only say, “ We do not believe it;”
but if it had demonstrated itself as it is doing to-day and
as it will do in the future, all we would have to do wonld'
be to point to the results, just as I have peinted to them this
afternoon,

Mr. HEFLIN. I am glad to have this confession from the
Senator from Utah, It is a fact that they wanted to pass the'
bill the first week they brought it in here without discussing it.
Senator Simumoxns insisted that Its provisions be discussed.
I remember that the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Joxes]
got up and asked that the first item be explained. He asked
why that rate was fixed and why that item was put in the
bill. The very intelligent and frank answer made was that
it was put in there for the same reason that all the other items
were put in there. That was the amazing and only information
that was given on the subject. We commenced then to take
up the bill, item by item, and call the attention of the American
people to what was golng to happen through that legislation,
Some of the Republican newspapers commenced to arraign
Republican Senators who sponsored the measure, and it was
the exposures made by the Democratic Party In this body that
got out to the people that turned the Republican majorities
into Democratic majorities and changed the political complexion
of both bodies in the recent election.

Mr. SMOOT. Of course, the Senator can say that and claim
it, but that does not necessarily prove it. I do not know which
Senator we are to believe—the Demoeratic Senator who just
preceded the Senator from Alabama or the Senator who is now
addressing us. The distinguished Senator from Mississippl
[Mr. Hagrison] said it was the shipping bill that did it. In
the House discussions I notice there were other things said to
have brought it about. Now, we are told by the Senator from
Alabama that it was the tariff bill that brought it about.

Mr. HEFLIN. I am just referring to one of the things on
which you have filibustered, or rather on which you have taken
a great deal of time. That is the reason why I am commenting
on that. I am showing that you had it under consideration
for more than a year, and you will probably have the ship sub-
sidy bill under consideration for more than two years. You
do not think so, but you may.

Mr. SMOOT. I do not know how long it will take. It all
depends upon whether the filibuster develops or not. I know
just as well as T know I am standing upon this floor now that a
filibuster can stop the passage of the ship subsidy bill.

Mr. HEFLIN. Does not the Senator think a filibuster that
would defeat it would be justified?

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, no; I donot. That is a difference of opin-
ion between the Senator and myself. I will admit frankly that
four days were taken in the discussion of the tariff bill to set-
tle the question of the rate on vinegar. I know that, and:the
Senator remembers it very well. I was not deceived as to
why it took four days to pass the one item of vinegar. It was
for the very purpose of holding up the passage of the bill until’
just before election. i .

Mr. HEFLIN. I hope the Senator will not consume the time
of the Senate in discussing one item now, especially when the
subject matter is so sour a thing as 1s vinegar. [Laughter.]
We want to get along with business, and the Senator wants to
take up my time discussing vinegar.

Mr, SMOOT. T shall not interrupt the Senator again,

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator said if the tariff bill could have
been passed six months earlier and could have gome to the
country the situation wounld have been different; that It would
have worked miracles. Mr, President, I sincerely believe if it
had been passed six months earlier, and we could have had the
gsame discussion up to that time which we had before the bill
was passed, there would not have been enough Republicans
left on the other side to count. Look how it trimmed the Re-
publicans out in the other House. Republican editors when
they read the able speeches of the Senator from North Caro-
lina [Mr. Snimons], of the Senator from New Mexico [Mr,
Jones], of the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. King], and of
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other Senators who discussed the tariff question, turned right
around and said, “This thing ought to be defeated.” I sub-
mit to the Senator from Utah and to the Senate and to the
country when Democrats with a few grains of truth and a few
flashes of light can so convince a Republican, can so enlighten
him that he changes his position completely and fights the
thing which he formerly supported, that is “going some™;
vet we saw that happen right here in this country.

I am not going to make a speech. I merely wish to comment
briefly upon an article which appears in the Washington Post
this morning in reference to the leadership on the other side
of the Chamber. It reads: :

SRenator JoxEs made a faint gesture in the direction of the only
drastic step which the Republican leadership can take to put a stop to
the wasting of time now going on in the Senate. This would be by
making a motion to lay the Norris motion on the table. Such a motion
is not debatable.

That is a gruesome confession to be made by the Republicans
who talked to the newspaper man; that we are wasting time
when we stand here and demand legislation for the farmers of
America. Those farmers are part and parcel of this Govern-
ment ; they contribute to its support, to its strength, and its
glory: they are patriotic people. Their boys went to the
World War and fought under the flag. Some of them died and
others of them came back, having been wounded in the cause
of their country; but when we stand here and undertake to
plead for legislation, not giving special privilege to the farmer
but legislation that will put him on the same business basis
as other classes of people, this article refers to our efforts as a

.waste of time,

Here is another paragraph to which I wish to call the atten-

tion of the Senate:

What the leadership is afraid of iz that even if the Norris motion
were tabled or defeated, the discusslon on farm relief would go on
just the same,

- * L] L] - L] L]

It is now clear the Norris motion can not prevail, but the tactics
being employed to defeat the administration’s program might easily
throw the final test over into the new year, thus still further jeopardiz-
lng the chances of the subsidy bill.

Oh, Mr. President, that presents an awful picture fo my
mind. Here is a newspaper supporting the administration, the
mouthpiece of the Republican side, criticizing those of us over
here who demand legislation in the Interest of agriculture that
is very much needed by the farmers of the country. That
newspaper states that we are continuing the discussion and we
might continue it over into the new year. On the other side,
it 1s suggested that that would jeopardize the President’s pro-
gram and would defeat the President’s measure, which is ald
for the shipping trust of the United States. I eall the atten-
tion of the Republican Party here assembled and the country
over and the attention of the people of the Republic at large
to the fact that the Republicans are striving, with whip and
spur, to force through a subsidy measure in the interest of the
shipping trust, but are holding back all legislation looking to
the benefit and relief of millions of people in the agricultural
sections of the country.

Mr. President, I have been sitting in the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry listening to the hearings and par-
ticipating in them. I wish every man and woman in the
country could have heard farmers and country bankers from
the West testify, for their testimony was of such a character
as to bring tears to the eyes of anyone who really had a heart.
I heard those farmers testify that their land was mortgaged.
I asked “And how did you get money or credit then?” They
gaifl, “We got it on our caftle, our horses and mules.”
I asked, “After you had mortgaged your stock, how did you

oget +it then?” They replied, * We mortgaged our growing
crops.” -

'lplfat is the condition which confronts us in the agricultural
regions of the land. The farm lands are mortgaged; the roof-
tree that shelters the family is plastered over with mortgages;
the live stock about the premises are covered over with mort-
gages; the crop which is growing in the fields Is covered with
a mortgage. That is the class of people who come to Congress
and ask us to create a rural credits system that will enable
them to break the chains of the bondagé that binds them; yet
this newspaper says that the fear on the part of the Repub-
lican leaders is that the Democrats will continue this discus-
sion of relief for the farmers over into the new year and
that the danger is that we shall defeat the President's pet
scheme of a ship subsidy bill.

Onh, Mr. President, one can not serve two masters. A man
must either be for God or mammon. He has got to choose in
this Chamber whether he will be for the ship subsidy, with
all its iniquities, or will be for the farmers of the country,
their wives and their children who are clamoring and crying
out for fair treatment at the hands of Congress.

I wonder why it is that the special interests can always get
the ear of the Republican Party? Why is it that they are so
powerful that they can get the President to come to Congress
and deliver a message specifically naming a certain measure
and urge immediate action? When the Republican leaders refer
to other measures they do so in glittering generalities; they
merely say, “We ought to have some sort of a rural credits
system "—just shooting at the moon, and with little bird shot
at that. However, when it comes to a ship subsidy they get a
blg Winchester with a steel bullet and they shoot right at the
spot, and there is no time lost then; they go right to the issue.

Mr, President, in another place in this article it is said that—

This week's filibuster has already cost them $400,000.

Think of that, Mr. President! Whoever it is who is writing
these inspired articles is employing new tactics against us. He
states that we are costing the Government $400,000—doing
what? Demanding of a stubborn Republican majority legisla-
tion in the interest of the agricultural classes of the United
States. Are we wasting time? Is that a waste of time? M.
President, time spent in demanding justice for the agricultural
class is time well spent; and when we can not secure action by
coaxing and appealing to the other side, if we can employ
tactics which will force action to give relief to the farmers be-
fore the shipping trust is served, I say we are performing a
patriotic duty; it is not a waste of time, but is time well spent.
- I quote another statement from the article in the Washington

ost :

The gtatement by Chairman Joxes late in the evening that he had
received information which led to more optimistic conclusions was most
reassuring.

I wonder what sort of information that was; I wonder who
gave such information,

What this information concerned was not disclosed.

Oh, Mr. President, how mysterious the workings of the ship-
subsidy crowd! They are receiving information, but we do not
know whence it came. It did not come over any particular wire
running into this Chamber, I presume, but probably it came by
wireless from somewhere out yonder. However, it is stated
that the chairman of the committee did not disclose the char-
acter of the information he received. The article continues:

What this information concerned was not disclosed. It indicated the
terrific Progressive counterattack of the last few days had failed and
that the administration forces had been strengthened.

I want to know who it is that has gone back on the people:
I want to know who it is that is ready to sheathe his sword; I
want to know who it is that is ready to erawl and truckle to
those who stand beyond the walls of this Capitol and demand
that the ship subsidy bill be driven through? Who is it that is
giving information that those who are opposed to ship subsidy
are weakening? Where are they? Where is a single one of
them who stood out against this thing who has now’ gone
around and whispered to somebody somewhere in some mys-
terious fashion that he is about ready to go with the other gide?

No, Mr. President, the ship subsidy bill ought not to be here
at all; it ought to be considered, if it is to be considered at all,
by the Congress which is coming in on the 4th of next March.
Lame ducks ought not to settle this question, ;

Now, I desire to draw a picture of a defeated candidate re-
pudiated at the polls. I may say first, however, that the
people voted against some of them because they were not clear
as to whether they were against the ship subsidy bill or not,
and I dare say there is not a Republican who was elected at
the recent election who would have stood up before his con-
stituency three days before the election and told them if re-
elected he would vote for the ship subsidy bill, Why should
we act in that way with the rights and interests of the
American people? They are entitled to be taken into our
confidence.

Referring to the picture of the lame ducks, Mr. President,
there he is at home submitting his case to the people. They
say, “No; we do not indorse your record; we do not want to
keep you there any longer,” So they defeat him; he is re-
pudiated by them, by the sovereign power of his district or
State. Then he comes back to Washington, although his term
ends on the 4th of March. The White House looms in the dis-
tance, and the President stands beckoning and smiling; the
lame duck goes “laming” on up in that direction and the
President whispers to him, “I will take thee into my bosom,
You have been beaten at the polls, repudiated by your people;
but you still have a vote, and I have an official plum tree.”

Myr. President, of course I do not charge that rhe President
would do a thing like that, but I am just wondering if he did;
whether that fellow—remembering back yvonder the expressed
judgment of the people—hearing this beckoning call and seeing
this winsome smile, with this tree full of plums just ready to
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shake and fall, would not think how nice it wonld be to sit up
under it and pick out a nice; luscious, ripe plum and ask the
President to knock it loose and let it fall info: his, tender care
and keeping. [Laughter.]

Mr. President, in the House there were sixty-odd Members
wlio had been defeated, and they put over this ship subsidy bill,
But for their votes it would have been defeated in the House,
Nobody ean deny that. This is a serious thing we are: talking
about here fo-day—the undertaking to give away, for a. song,
ships that cost this Government in cold cein. $3,000,000,000—
three thousand million dollars. We have a man at the head of
the Shipping Board, a Mr. Lasker, who told the world that we
could not sell the ships, and that there was no market for them,
and threw off on them in various ways, and then said: “ What
will you give me for them?” Did you ever see a discreet, in-
telligent, worthy agent do anything like that? Then he comes
along and says: “Now, we can only get about $200,000,000 for
this three thousand million dollars' worth of ships, a fleet of the
finest steel merchant ships that sail the sea. It is proposed to
give them to the ship trust for §200,000,000, and loan them
money at 2 per cent, and give them out of the pockets of the
people a- subsidy of $52,000,000 a year.”

Mr, President, I am going to make a prediction now, The
man: who votes for this bill will be defeated two years from
now if lie is a eandidate at that time. The people are not going
to stand' for-this sort of a steal. I do not know how to charac-
terize it in any other way. Anybody that would recommend
the selling of this Government’s property that cost three thou-
sand million: dollars: for two hundred million dollars has some-
thing- wrong with him. He ought to have his head examined,
or his heart, one or the other, and maybe both. There is some-
thing wrong somewhere,

What would you do, as an individual, if you owned those |
ships and general business conditions were bad, as they say |

they. are now? Why, youw would say, * I will just throw my

arms around, them and sit quietly. down and hold them: until |

times get better.” Why should the: Government of the United
States have this aetion taken by the administration that steod
on every housetop in the Nation saying that if was going to
“take the Governmenf eut of business. and put business into
Government? This is business with. a vengeance, is it not—
selling three thonsand million dollars’ worth of ships. for two
hundred millions? And then, if youw have not money enough
for their upkeep, why, bow and smile to them and say, “ We
are going, to, make a special exception in: your ease; We are
going to let yon have money out of the: Public Treasury at 2
per cent. We do not show that consideration to anybody else
under the sun. You are a trust. You are going to get the
benefit of these ships thati the Government has built: We are
going to. make: special pets of you and give you a subsidy of
§52,000,000 a year, and on top of that we are going to loan
you, money at 2 per cent.” There is no man: living who: can
defend such a deal before the American: people..

You can talk about wasting time all you please. You can
talk about a filibuster. Some of yow two years from now,
after the eleetion. is past, will wish that this filibuster' had
lasted bevond your terms, so that you would not have had to
go on record. I remember, when the Newberry case was up,
standing here myself in nine different speeches: upon the sub-
jeet, and I warned my friends on the other side: that when
they voted to give Newberry a seat they were voting to give
up their own seats; and the people trimmed every one but one
of them, I believe, that voted for him.

Mr. President, I make the prediction again that Senators
who: vote for this: ship subsidy will be defeated. That is the
only way the people can get agents out of here that serve other
interests and not their interests. They have a right to get
them out. They ought to get them: out. Whose Government is
it, as I frequently ask? It is the Government of the people;
and if Congress undertakes to ram something like this. down
the throats of the people, and dees it with a lot of lame ducks,
it adds. to the outrageous aspects of the case, and. it ought not
to be tolerated..

Mr. President, there are some of us here who are interested
in legislation for the farmer. * We. simply want a fair deal
given to the farmers of the country. We: want a rural credits
system established that is suitable to. the farmer's business,
and we intend to see that that is dome. I, for one, am not in
favor of sidetracking for one hour legislation looking to the
interest of the farmer and the relief of the farmer to. consider
any bill in favor of the special inferests of America, especiaily
such & measure as this ship subsidy bill. There ought not to
be a man in this. Chamber who would urge its coasideration
aver these measures looking to the relief of the farmers of
the country. As I have shown, the farmers’ land is mortgaged;

their homes: are mortgaged; thein caitle and horses and mules '
are mortgaged; their crops: are mortgaged; all_that they have
is. tied up; they are in a state of bondage, and, we are undep-
taking to. stretch forth the healing hand to give to- them
deliverance.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I ask unanimous
consent that when the: Senate closes its business te-day it
recess until 12, o’clock to-morrow. :

The VICE: PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The .Chair
hears none, and' it is so ordened,

Mr. DIAL. Mpn. President, I have such high regard for the
honesty ‘and for the zeal of the Senator from Nebraska [M,
Nomrig] that I regret to oppose almost any legislation that he
proposes; but, Mr. President, to my mind the bill involved in
the pending motion is so revolutionary and is so much out of
order, there is so much to be condemned in it, that I eould nots
think for one moment of supporting the bill. It is paternalism
run mad, and I never could bring myself to vote for any bill
that would put the Government deeper: into business. In fact,
I wish: that the Government were: out of all kinds of business
that: it is: in, We have had: a: sads experience in the past by
reason: of the Government dipping into business, and this bill
goes much further than we did, even in war times; It is
thoroughly uncenstitutional. It is: thoroughly out of keeping
with: the times. Therefore: I could not even vote to lay aside
temperarily the shipping bill: and take up the Norris bill, not-
withstanding I confess; that I have a good deal of difficulty im
deciding which- one.is: the more objectionable; I am almost in
the position of the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Wiz- -
LiaMs]., However, I will noti do as he did, and fail to vote. I
will stand my ground, and vote for the lesser evil, I hope, with
a view of having them both: defeated.

Mr. President, I presume that there is but little divergence
of opinion in the Senate about trying to enact some legislation
beneficial to the agricultural interests of our country. I am
certainly heartily in: favor of passing a proper bill at the
earliest possible moment. T am deeply concerned in agriculture,
and certainly for the last several years the producers have not
received anything like they should have received. In my part
of' the country, in addition to financial troubles, we have had
the pest of the boll weevil, which has infected pretty much.

| the whole cotton-growing country; and my State, particu-

larly this year; has suffered more in proportion than any other
State in the Union. Where year before last we raised in that
State about 1,600,000 bales of cotton, last year we made a,

| little less. than 800,000 bales, and this year we will not raise

over 500,000 or 530,000 bales; so that is a great slump. Our
sister State of Georgia is about in the same condition. The
situation in North Carolina is not quite so bad, but the boll
weevil is going in that direction, and no doubt next year will
have enveloped the whole cotton area. Therefore we should

. do something to aid the farmers in a proper way.

I am not one of those whao believe that all ills ean be cured

| by lToaning people money. In fact, T am not much in sympathy

with the propaganda of the times, encouraging people- fo get

deeper in debt. My training has. been to borrow as little as

possible. It is not so hard to borrow, but the time for payment
is the time when we encounter great difficulfy. However, there
are times when people of all occupations should be accommo-
dated by credit in the proper way for a reasonable time at the
lowest possible interest, I hope the Banking and Currency

| Committee will expedite their deliberations and will soon
. report a bill, and if we can not agree upon it at once we can

;mn whip it into shapé, and I hope it will be passed in a few:
ays.

In the meantime, I do not think that any efforts should be
spared to. expose the iniguities. of the shipping bill. I am a
member of the Committee on Commerce; and I confess with
some hnmiliation. that my eduecation in regard to ships is
limited. I have had very little experience along that line, but
with the desire to become better posted, I attended most dili-
Zently the meetings of onr committee, held some time ago, with

| Mr. Lasker before us, and those meetings extended to late
' hours at night; so that at physical inconvenience I attended

those meetings in. order to get better posted and to see if L

| could aid in any way in, solving the problem of disposing of
| the Government's ships.

We find that the Government has. this large tonnage on hand,
built during the war, and built at enormous cost. I am not
one to complain, about that, however, and to find fault. It was
necessary to build them at the time, regardless of cost, and
there was no one to blame. It was, thought to be necessary.
I am. only sorry that there: was so much profiteering in. their
constraction,
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However that may be, that should be counted as a cost of
the war, and we should now ‘make the best dispesition possible
of those ships. I ‘hesitated a good deal about supporting the
American merchant marine aet of 1920, but I was young on the
committee, had been on it only a short time, and that was
thought the best solution of the problem at that time. I have
watched the disposition of those ships since that time.

This is a large problem which we have to dispose of. It is
one which requires the very best thought in the country, and
I was in hopes that the Government would be able to dispose
of those ships at a reasonable per cent of ihe cost, at least;
but it seems that for the last few years the demand for s_hipping
has declined greatly, and those ships, which were built at a
cost of something like $200 a ton, could not be disposed of for
more than $30 a ton, even the steel ships. That was a great
disappointment 'to the taxpayers of this country.

I confess I have been greatly disturbed as to the best dis-
position we could make of the ships. I am very much inter-
ested in the subject, and I attended the hearings to which I
have already referred with a great deal of inferest and an
open mind, to see if I could get some information; but I must
say that I was greatly disappointed at those hearings, and I

had reluetandtly to come to the conclusion that a proper effort

had not been made to dispose of the ships.

1 am opposed to Government ownership of railroads, ships,
or any other so-cdlled public utility, and T would take great
delight in seeing those ships disposed of to private owners at
the earliest .possible moment, so that the Government could
retire completely from the shipping business, but I am totally
at variance with the methods which have been pursued by the
Shipping Board. I do not like to say harsh things against
people; I prefer te think well of everybody. I know most of
the members of ithat'board, or a great many of them, at least,
very pleasantly, and I was in hopes they would make a success
of the operation and -dispesition of the ships, but after listen-
ing to Mr. Lasker—who, I am sorry to say, in my opinion is
about the whole show, he having been selected apparently for a
. purpose, which he has about performed—I was surprised to
find that the efforts of :this board had not been to make money
by operating our <hips. 'In fact, if they had tried to make a
failure they could not have succeeded ‘better than they have,
notwithstanding -the tonnage ‘of the world 'is no larger than
it ‘was just preceding the war. Yet we have something like a
thousand steel ships tied up.

When 'Congress donated $20,000,000 to buy corn for the
Russians, it was publi¢ly stated that the ships of the Shipping
Board were not in condition to convey that corn across the
ecenn. At that time I made some remarks on:'the subject and
criticized ‘the board, stating ‘that that was a very poor adver-
tisement in a campaign to sell the ships when we had over 800
tied up, decrepit, lame, and halt, ships which could not earry
the grain we were donating to relieve the suffering in Russia.
A few days after that public talk we were nofified in the
Senate that they -could earry the grain across. I .guness that
woke them up. That is a demonstration of the incompetency
of that board, and of their methods of advertising our ships.

To my great astonishment Mr. Lasker said—and I do not
want to misquote him—that if there ‘were cargoes to he had,
and if there were individual shippers who would take those car-
goes, he would not allow the Government ships to come in com-
petition with them. In other words, they did not go after busi-
ness, but ‘tied the ships up, and would not let them get busi-
ness. He further stated, to my astonishment, that 'he was
spending a llarge part of his time in trying to organize com-
panies to buy those ships from ‘this 'board.

I do not like to crificize the administration, notwithstanding
T am not a member of the majority party; it is our' Government,
My, President, and T'like to aceortd to all Government-agencies
the thought that they are doing the very best they can. But
after listening to Mr. Lasker for a long time on different even-
ings, and seeing the performance of his experts,-I reluctantly
arrived at the conclusion that his effort’ was ‘to beliftle the
ships, instead of trying to give them their proper standing in
the world. It seemed that his main thought was to cast re-
flections upon the former administration on account of the cost
of the ships and the mistikes they had made, It may be true
that ships did cost too much, and T'think they did, and it may
be true that there were too many built; but the former adminis-
tration were not trying to build ships for the sake of building
them; they were building them for the purpose of winning the
war, It seemed to give Mr. Lasker great satisfaction to cast all
the slurs he could -about mistakes which had been made., I
have mever thought it was very profitable to go back and com-
plain about the past, or find fault with somebody. It seems
to me'the way to build up a country, particularly with rthe rtax-
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payers’ money, is to tryto avoid duplicating the mistakes which
have been made in the past.

8o I am not surprised at the financial failure of the Shipping
Bodrd. It seems that Mr. Lasker had no experience with ships;
in fact, he admitted so, and made light of his own knowledge.
He hardly would have known a ship from a two-horse wagon,
sald he had no experience with shipping, and that he took the
position reluctantly. My understanding about it is that he is
an advertising agent, and I think he has advertised the inefli-
ciency of our ships most liberally.

It seems to me a peculiar thing to hire a man to sell some-
thing, and then for him to go-out and malign it, and blackguard
it, and belittle it. That is about the best course he eould take
to give them away. If I had a kicking mule, I would not adver-
tise that he was a kicking mule. I might reluctantly have to
answer the question if I were asked, but I wonld not tell that he
was a balking mule, and that sort of thing, all at one time, I
would mot misrepresent him but I would not want to magnify
his faunlts. It seems to me they have done that in the case of
these ships.

{The ‘board seems to be incompetent to run the ships, and they
had to go out and hire some men at salaries of $35,000 a year
each. 1 am one who believes that a laborer is worthy of his
hire, and I do not blame a man for asking as much 'as he
wants for his services, and if the other man is willing to pay
that is his lookout; but it seemed ‘to me that, with the great
number of people in the shipping business in the United States,
men who were experts in operating ships could have been em-
ployed at‘much lower salaries than that. When we think about
the salary of the Chief Justice of the United States being not
more than half of what one of these men is getting, and when
a hard-working Senator comes here and works day and night,
with all 'the vicissitudes of being reelected, and draws :only
about one-fourth of that salary, it seems that the Shipping
Board are trying ‘to find a way to dispose of money instead of
trying to save 'it. ‘So no one need be surprised at the result.
In fact, it would 'have been most remarkable if that board,
operating about 400 steel :ships, T believe, '‘with something like
a thousand tied up, could have made ends meet.

I am firmly of the opinion that the right way to dispose of
those ships would have been to put them in active business
and to have competed with the ships of this country and the
ships of the world, and wherever there were cargoes 'to have
sent affer them, and ‘tried to ‘help build up new routes, and
tried to ‘let the people 'who owned ships know that the Govern-
ment was in the business and ‘that the Government could op-
erate ships. Then those private owners would have gone in
and bought a large number of those ships at reasonable prices,

Now we have to dispose of them in some way. 1 would dis-
like very much to see'the Government in the shipping business
permanently. But there are ‘worse things than that. If we
could not get rid of them at a reasonable price, and if we could
not get rid of them without paying people big bonuses and sub-
sidies to operate them hereafter, T would favor the Government
operating them itself until shipping in the world becomes
more normal. Then possibly we eould dispese of them.

I do 'not think /that it is ecommendable for a legislator or
anyone else 'to “ knoek ™ a plan unless he has something better
to propose. The slight degree of success I have attained in the
world has not been’'by knocking down the other fellow's propo-
‘sitions or destroying something, but it has been by trying to
construct and build up. It is much more agreedble to me to
take that course than it is the course of * knocking.,” So we
either have to pass the subsidy bill, it seems, or do something
that is better. If I had it in my -power, the line of action T
would pursue would be to see if we could not get Congress
to take a sane view of the situation. This is a serious matter.
The taxpayers of the country have something like $3,000,000,000
invested in these ships. Considering the distressing times, the
scarcity of funds, the shortness of crops, and the great distress
that is in the country, the rising cost of living and the increas-
ing taxes, we should do something to see if we can mot put the
people of the country in a better condition. ;

‘Bo ‘it seems to me that it is a good time now for Congress
just sanely to take a new stock of our situation and of our
laws and of what we are going to do in the future. World
conditions have changed in the last few years. We anre now a
creditor Nation instead of ‘a debfor Nation. Thercfore we
have to look to different ways of doing business. The time
has arrived when we might have to adopt revolutionary laws.
In fact, I think we should take a mew start and revise our
conditions generally. Every Member of Congress should ap-
proach these subjects in a calm, honest, fair way, with a view
to ‘the best interests of the taxpayers of the eountry. The
mere fact that a measure has been introduced by one side or
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the other or is advocated by one gide or the other, should not jus-
tify other people in opposing it. They ought to advocate some-
thing of real merit, of real constructive guality, something that
would help our people permanently. If we do not do that, we
are going to encourage the voters of the country to become
more discouraged and more demoralized than ever before. 1
am glad that I live in a conservative section of the country.
Our section has a greater proportion of original citizens and of
pure-blooded Americans than any section of the country. I
noticed the other day what the Vice President had to say with
respect to that, that we were the balance wheel of the whole
country ; that we were the conservative element of the country.
It is time that we get that principle inculcated all over the
United States.

It pains me to hear Senators make speeches like they some-
times do here. I noticed the other day that the senior Senator
from Iowa [Mr. Cuasuns], for whom I have great respect
and in whom I have great confidence, admitted that we cculd
not pass any railroad legislation at this session of Congress.
Whatever is for the good of the people ought to be passed at
-any time, and nothing could be done that would help out more
than to revise our railroad legislation. It ought to condemn
and damn any man forever who stands in the way of construc-
tive legislation. Yet we are told that we can rot at this session
enact any railroad legislation. I do not care whether this
session ends the 4th of March or whether it ends the 1st of
February, we ought to sit down and get together and pass laws
that would help the country, without even & week's debate.
1f we do not do it we are bringing about our own destruction,

Now, in the matter of the shipping bill, while I feel that I
am not an expert at all, yet I have studied the subject some-
what, and I wonld suggest that we take a comprehensive view
of all the laws on shipping and see what are injurions and
what are beneficinl. If there is anything injurious, we ought
to be men enough to repeal it even if it might make us un-
popular with certain people in the country. I am told that
there is a good deal in the seamen’s act that militates against
the successful operation of our ships. Instead of trying to
wink at a proposition or trying to evade it, we ought to meet
it and every proposition squarely, We ought to be men enough
to legislate for the people as a whole in the country and
for no class and no section. If T had it in my power I would
repeal, before 6 o'clock to-night, every law that gives special
privileges to any class of people in the country.

I received the other day a copy of American Industries, a
jagazine published in this country, from which It appears
that they have submitted the ship subsidy question to a large
number of prominent business men throughout the United
Qfates. It seems to be almest the unanimous conclusion of
n great number of the big business men who replied to the
questionnaires that there is something wrong with the ship-
ping laws of the country. We ought to know what is the
matter. If we do not know, we ought to get experts to tell
us. We ought to study what is right and what is wrong in
those laws.

In the first place, I will state that the whole shipping bill,
to my mind, is on the wrong basis. It is a kind of hothouse
proposition. We may just as well get rid of the idea that
the Government can make people rich by taking from one class
and giving to another class. The bill is wrong at the bottom
and it is wrong at the top. It starts out with a subsidy on the
theory that here is an infant industry, * sucking the bottle,”
and we have to support it. That is a wrong proposition.
What we need is that the people of the country go to work.
Any enferprise that needs special nursing and special hot-
house attention is not worthy of help.

On the other hand, we put in the bill a provision that if
a man makes over a very small per cent that surplus is to
be taken away from him and put in the Treasury. That is
a wrong proposition. That is against the principles that have
made this country great. We should not expect people to in-
vest their money in an enterprise, to develop the resources of
the country, whether it be in the field or in the mine or in
the factory or on the sea or anywhere else, asking the owner
of capital to take all the hazards of the business, when he
has worked a little bit harder than somebody else and taken
care of his money and invested it, and then have the Govern-
ment come along and say, “I will take all that you earn
above a very small percentage.” That is a wrong principle.
We never would have built up this country if we had had any
such principle prevailing. It is wrong in business. It is
wrong in every way.

I know something in a personal way of water-power
companies, for instance. After a man takes all the chance of
developing, all the risk that he runs by combating the ele-

ments and all the uncertainties of the business and the cus-
tomers, it is wrong, then, for the Government to come along
and say, “If you were exceedingly fortunate one year, if you
sat up all night and worked hard and lived scantily, so that
you made more than a certain little per cent, we are going
to take it away from you.” We will not be able to get people
to go into enterprises of that sort if we adopt that principle.
I do not wonder that people will not buy ships under those
circumstances.

I can not understand how it is expected that -7~ should give
a subsidy with these ships. They are practically given to the
operators, They have the oceans to run upon, with no tracks
to lay, no grass to cut, no weeds to keep down, and with very
little expense of operation. Why they can not make money
I do not understand. If we can not compete with the ships
:t ‘tihe other nations of the world, it is time that we learn how
o do it.

As to the seamen’s act, to whieh I have referred, T notice in
the magazine, American Industries, an editorial on page 6, in
which, speaking of what we will have to do to make a mer-
chant marine, it said: '

Restrictive labor laws must be repealed; without their repeal no
intelligent shipping mmpaniy- will take over Government ships at any
price commensurate with this present cost in the expectation of making
them profitable or of maintaining an efficient and loyal organization.

thon page 7, in an article by Mr. Frederick J. Koster, it is said
at—

In many ways foreign ships can be operated much more economically
than American ships, primarily because wages and living conditlons
of foreign ships’' officers and crews are very much lower. It is gen-
erally accep as an axiom that where the overhead of an American
manufacturer is higher than his foreign competitor, the former must
either sell his s at less or must sell better goods to offset the
difference, or else go out of the foreign-trade business.

I was interested the other day in hearing the Senator from
Washington [Mr. Joxes] read from the opinion of Robert Dol-
iar. Robert Dollar is a shipping man, and must be a man of
great experience, who knows what he is talking about. On
page 20 of the same magazine he said: ,

As Congress will not change or modify the laws that drove the
American merchant marine off the ocean before the late European war.
I am in favor of a subsidy. I claim, however, that if our laws and
regulations were the same as our competitors’, we would not nire
any assistance from our Government. This applies only to cargo ships
engaged in the foreign trade. No forelgn government gives subsisy
or aid to their cargo steamers, and they are able to operate success-
fully ; for this reasom I m that under the same conditions American
shipowners could successfully operate American shlln.

t may surprise your readers to know that until my company put
three American 10,000-ton cargo steamers.in the foreign trade of the
Pacific Ocean, running from the Pacific coast ports to the Orient and
around the world, there was not one privately owned American
steamer engaged In this great Pacific Ocean trade, All the American
ships engaged in this trade were owned by the Shipping Board.

1 write on the guestion of subsidles without any bias, as, with the
r;s;{ictlona proposed in the subsidy bill, I could not take advantage
of it.

So it seems he could not take advantage of it even if it has
become a law. Mr, Dollar continues:

A sharp distinction must be made, however, between cargo and fast
mail steamers. They can not and are not operated by any nationality
unless either subsi or paid a large compensation for carrying the
mails. Every nation assists thelr fast mail steamers in one way or
another, and as all American steamers cost 20 to 80 tger cent more to
operate than those of other nationalities, it goes without saying that
it would be impossible for them to compete without being subsidized.

The “seamen’s act,” or “La Follette bill,” as it is called, was so
vicious and bad that several sections of it have never been enforced.
The latest legislation is the joker put on the tail end of the tariff
bill, which provides that all repairs made to American ships in for-
eign countries shall pay 50 per cent duty, As Amerlcan prices are
more than 50 per cent higher, it goes without saying that American
ships are penalized 50 per cent over and above what their competitors
have to pay. I only mention these two bills, as they are the very
latest, ere are many more, but teo numerous for this article.

I have the kindliest feeling in the world for people who
work; I want them to realize everything they possibly can
from their labor, all that it is worth, and all they can reason-
ably get, whatever is fair and honest and equitable ; they ought
to be paid good wages and be encouraged to work harder; but
if there is anything in our laws which would restrict the opera-
tion of our ships, we ought to repeal it. Therefore, Mr. Presi-
dent, what I would undertake to do would be to amend exist-
ing law.

Our shipping is encumbered in its operation by the tariff.
I hope it will soon be demonstrated that we will have to
amend the tariff act in some respects so that we may encour-
age our shipping. Then, I would encourage railroad connection
with the ships; I would aid in that way.

Then I would turn the Lasker propaganda for the sale of our
ships into a propaganda to induce the people of the United
States to patronize our ships. I am ashamed to note that
Government employees—even officials of the United States—
when they are compelled to go abroad on business of the Gov-
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ernment frequently travel in ships of other nations. That
should not be the case; and prevention: of' that is one thing
in this bill that I must say deserves: a little commendation,
although it is about the only good thing in the bill. I am
glad, however, that it has some good in it.

AMr. President, I understand an executive session is desired.
I have not quite finished my remarks.

Mr, JONES of Washington. Would the Senator like to con-
clude his remarks to-night?

Mr. DIAL. No; I have no objection to deferring them until
to-morrow.

AMr. JONES of Washington, Very well. .

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his parlia-
mentary inquiry.

Mr. WILLIAMS. With a view of determining my own' con-
duct, because I have a slight notion of making a short speech
of from: three and one-half fo five hours—I am not certain
which—I should like to inquire of the manager of the bill
whether it is contemplated to adjourn very soon or whether it
is contemplated to hold a night session?

Mr. JONES of Washington. We do not contemplate a night
gession to-night, unless the Senator desires to proceed to-night.

Mr. WILLIAMS, Very well; then I will postpone my inflic-
tion. I do not desire any particular time for the infliction,
because I shall not enjoy it myself, and I shall not take any
pleasure in the suffering of the Senate; but I thought that if
it were necessary I would impose the infliction to-night, and
if it were not necessary I would do so at some time hereafter.

Mr, JONES of Washington. We will not require the Senator
to do that to-night.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well; then I am perfectly satisfied.

CREDENTIALS OF SENATOR KING.

‘The VICE PRESIDENT laid' before the Senate g certificate
of the Governor of Utah certifying to the election of Wirrraas
H. Kixg as a Senator from the State of Utah for the term be-
ginning Mureh 4; 1923, which was read and ordered' to be filed,
as follows:

| STATE OF TUTAH,
A Ezecutive Department.
To the President of the Senate of the United States:

This I8 to certify that on the Tth day of November, A, D. 1922,
WitLiaM H. Kixg was duly chosem by the qualified eiu:turs of the
State of Utalr a Sepator from said State. to represent smid State in the
Benate of t!;f “c..i:ttT S]a)ta.ae;’zg‘or the term of six years, beginning on the

day of Mar . D.
“t{t‘ltages.s: [is excellency, Gov. Charles R. Mabey, and the great' seal
of the State of Utah hereto affixed: at Salt Lake dlty. Utah, this 29th
day of November, in the year of our Lord 1922,
[8BAL.] CHAs R. MaBmy,

h VErnor .
i i H. E. CROCKETT, Becretary of State.

REPORTS ON RUSSIAN RELIEF (8, DOC. RO. 277).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following
message from the President of the United States, which was
read and ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying
papers and documents, referred to the Committee on Appro-
priations:

To the Congress of the United States:

As required by the act of Congress for the relief of the
distressed and starving people of Russia, approved December
22, 1921, I transmit herewith reports from the American Re-
lief Administration, the United States Grain Cerporation as
| fiscal agent for the Purchasing Commission for Russian Relief,
and the comptroller of the American, Relief Administration,
which. organizations were designated to carry out the pro-
visions of the said act.

Warrex G, Harprxe.

Tae WHiTE HousE, December 20, 1922,

APPOINTMENT OF DIRECTORS OF CERTAIN TNSTITUTIONS,

The VICE PRESIDENT, Pursuant to the provisions of law
governing the choice of directors on the part of the Senate,
the Chair hereby appoints the Senator from Michigan; Mr,
CouvzeEns, as a director of the Columbia Institution for the
Deaf, and the Senator from Vermont, Mr. DmrixcHAM, as a
director of the Columbia Hospital for Women and Lying-in
Asylum, both for the term of a single Congress, beginning
March 4, 1923, :

CLAIMS SETTLED BY THE SHIPPING BOARD (8. DOC. NO. 278).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before: the Senate a report of
the United States Shipping Board and the United States Ship-
ping Board Emergency: Fleet Corporation, made pursuant to
Iaw, of claims arbitrated or settled by agreement from: October
16, 1921, to Octpber 15, 1922 ete., which was referred to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

|
L REINTERMENT OF SOLDIER DEAD.

The: VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the Quartermaster General of the Army, transmit-
ting a list of American soldier dead returned from overseas,
consisting of the remains of six enlisted men to be reinterred
in the Arlington National Cemetery December 28, 1922, at
2.30 p. m., which was ordered to lie on the table for the infor-
mation of the Senate.

APPROPRIATIONS FOR DEPARTMENTS OF STATE AND JUSTICE.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action
of the House of Representatives receding from its disagreement
to the amendments of the Senate Nos. 2, 5, 19, 24, and 25 to
the bill (H. R. 13282) making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of Stute and Justiee and for the judiciary for the fiseal
year ending June 30, 1924, and for other purposes, and con-
curring therein; receding from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate’ No. 1 and concurring therein with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by said
amendment insert: * Underseeretary of State and the *coun-
selor for the department’ shall hereafter be designated *Un-
dersecretary of State’"; receding from its disagreement to the
amendment of the Senate No. 14 and concurring, therein with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out
by said amendment insert the following: “: Provided- further,
That the automobile purchased from the appropriation for de-
tection and prosecution of crimes for the fiscal year 1923 shall
hereafter be for the exclusive use of the Bureau of Investiga-
tion under the control of the Attorney General"

Mr. CARAWAY. I would like to ask the Senator from Kan-
sas a question. Last year, when the Attorney General got his
$500,000, he promised us he was going to have the jails so full
of profiteers that their legs would be sticking out of the win-
dows. I see that another $500,000 is asked for. Has he made
any report of that first $500,0007? j

Mr. CURTIS. The first $500,000 resulted in the examination
of 472 cases by the board, and recommendations for prosecution
in over 240 cases. Settlements have been made in two cases, the
Government getting back $1,100,000, and in two others checks
have been received, one for $250,000 and another for $170,000,
in these two cases, and settlement in two or three other cases
which will run.the ameunt up to about $1,700,000,

Mr. CARAWAY. Who has been indicted?

Mr. CURTIS. I do not know who have been. I am not
acquainted with the facts.

I move that the Senate concur in the amendments of the
House fo the amendments of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to.

ADMISSION OF ALIENS UNDER BOND.

Mr. COLT, Mr. President, out of order I' ask unanimous
consent to report back favorably without amendment from the
Committee on Immigration the joint resolution (H. J. Res.
279) to permit to remain within the United States certain
aliens admitted temporarily under bond in' excess of quotas
fixed under authority of the immigration act of May 10, 1921,
and I ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the joint
resolution.

The joint resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved, etc., That allens who entered the United States before
March 7, 1922,”"in excess of quotas fixed under authority of the act
glgjﬂedl “An act ‘as liniig. ahg.emlmmi on tgf lllolt_litf lng:n ittht.:d Uni&zd

" approved Wer rarily a
bonff"msy?pit otherwise admissible, aud'?t nlggmsub yt to deportlﬂioz
for other causes, be permitted by the SBecretary of Labor to remain in
the United States without reg'u-g to the provisions of such act of May
19, 1921. In the case of any allen so permitted to remain the bond shail
be canceled. -

Mr, JONES of Washington. I wish to ask the Senator if it
will lead to any discussion.

Mr. COLT. It will not. If it does, I will have it go to the
calendar.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the immediate
congideration of the joint resolution? )

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend-
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I move that the: Senate proceed
to the consideration of exeentive business.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After five: minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock

and 25 minutes p. m.) the Senafe, under the order previously
made, took a recess until to-morrow, Thursday, December 21,
1922, at 12 o'clock meridian. %
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NOMINATIONS.

Nominations received by the Senate December 20 (legislative
day of December 16), 1922.

MeMBERS oF THE INTERSTATE CoMMERCE COMMISSION.

Charles C. MeChord, of Kentucky, for a term of seven years,
expiring December 81, 1929. (A reappointment.)
Joseph B. Eastman, of Massachusetts, for a term of seven
years, expiring December 31, 1929, (A reappointment.)
SOLICITOR OF THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE.

Stephen B. Davis, of New Mexico, to be solicitor of the De-
partment of Commerce, vice William E. Lamb, resigned.

Uxrrep StAaTES DISTRICT JUDGES.

Adam C. Cliffe, of Illinois, to be United States district judge,
northern district of Illinois. (An additional position created
by the act approved September 14, 1922.)

Frederic P. Schoonmaker, of Pennsylvania, to be United
States district judge, western district of Pennsylvania. (An
additional position created by the act approved September 14,
1922.)

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY.

Edwin A, Olson, of Illinois, to be United States attorney,
northern district of ' Illinois, vice Charles F. Clyne, whose
term has expired.

UNITED STATES MARSHAL,

William A. Dollison, of Colorado, to be United States mar-
ghal for the district of Colorado, vice Samuel J. Burris, re-
signed, effective January 1, 1923.

CoAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY.

Harry Louis Bloomberg, of New York, to be aid with relative
rank of ensign in the Navy, in the Coast and Geodetic Survey,
vice Frederick E. Joekel, promoted.

POSTAASTERS.
ALABAMA,

John M. Stapleton to be postmaster at Foley, Ala., in place
of L. E. Wolbrink. Imcumbent's commission expired Septem-
ber 5, 1922,

ARKANBSAS,

Hiram 8. Irwin to be postmaster at Clarendon, Ark., in place
of J. F. Hurst. Incumbent’s commission expired September 5,
10572,

CALIFORNTA.

James F. Trout to be postmaster at Avalon, Calif., in place
of J. F. Trout. Incumbent's commission expired September 5,
1922,

George T. Fissell to be postmaster at Davig, Calif., in place of
G. T. Fissell. Incumbent's commission expired September 5,
1922.

John V. Van Eaton to be postmaster at El Segundo, Calif., in
place of N. M. Ellis, resigned.

George F. Bartley to be postmaster at Escondido, Calif., in
place of C. W. Corey. Incumbent's commission expired Septem-
ber 5, 1922,

George H. Gischel to be postmaster at Tracy, Calif., in place
of W. T. Tschierschky, Incumbent's commission expired Sep-
tember 5, 1922,

COLORADO.

Joseph A, Measures to be postmaster at Grand Junetion, Colo,,
in place of R, C. Walker. Incumbent’'s commission expired
September 5, 1922,

FLORIDA,

Edgar D. Hogan to be postmaster at Loughman, Fla,
became presidential July 1, 1922,

Harold J, Engel to be postmaster at New Valparaiso, Fla.
Office became presidential July 1, 1922, el

GEORGIA.

Frank M. Meaders to be postmaster at Dahlonega, Ga., in
place of F. M. Meaders. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep-
tember 28, 1922,

John E. Puett to be postmaster at Cumming, Ga., in place of
A. G. Hockenhull. Incumbent's commission expired September
28, 1922, 3

Office

ILLINOIS,

Harry J. Glover to be postmaster at Albion, IIl, in place of
Frank Howey. Incumbent's commission expired October 24,
1922,

Thomas Turigliatto to be postmaster at Benld, Ill., in place
of P. S. McPherson., Incumbent's commission expired February
4, 1922,

INDIANA,

Rex Hannum to be postmaster at Worthington, Ind., in place
(1152‘;. H. Beaty. Incumbent’s commission expired September 5,
KENTUCKY.

Robert B. Beadles to be postmaster at Fulton, Ky., in place
of J. R. Graham, Incumbent’s commission expired October 3,
1922, , 1

William E. Jones to be postmaster at Princeton, Ky., in place
10525‘. K. Wylis. Incumbent's commission expired October 3,

; MASSACHUSETTS,

Elizabeth M. Benere to be postmaster at West Acton, Mass,,
in place of James Kinsley. Incumbent’s commission expired
October 1, 1922,

MICHIGAN,

Christine Anderson to be postmaster at Holton, Mich,, in
place of Herbert O'Connor, resigned.

MINNESOTA.

Edwin Mattson to be postmaster at Breckenridge, Minn., in
place of E. H. Mangskau. Incumbent’s commission expired
September 13, 1922,

MISSOURL

Eldridge G. Hoff to be postmaster at Stockton, Mo., in place
of F. L. Church. Incumbent’s commission expired September
b, 1922,

MONTANA.

Harly J. Stephenson to be postmaster at Belgrade, Mont., in
place of F. M. Byrne. Incumbent’s commissioned expired Sep-
tember 13, 1922,

Hermon Y. Gard to be postmaster at Brady, Mont., in place of
L. C. Woolson. Incumbent’s commission expired February 5,
1922,

NEBREABEKA, o}

Edward E. Ely to be postmaster at Milford, Nebr., in place o
M. E. Lindeman, deceased.

Elmer G. Watkins to be postmaster at Orleans, Nebr., in place
of Robert Dunlay, Incumbent’s commission expired October 3,
1922,

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

George L. Crockett to be postmaster at Whitefield, N. H., in
place of B. C. Garland.- Incumbent's commission expired Sep-
tember 19, 1922, i

NEW JERSEY.

Dorothy H, Miller to be postmaster at Essex Fells, N. J.
Office became presidential October 1, 1922,

George W. Earl to be postmaster at Tabor, N. J. Office be-
came presidential April 1, 1922, 5

Thomas F. Zettlemoyer to be postmaster at Sewaren, N. J,
Office became presidential October 1, 1922,

NEW YORK.

Olin D. Beers to be postmaster at Freehold, N, Y. Office
became presidential Januvary 1, 1921,

Marguerite A. Scruton to be postmaster at Oswegatchie, N. Y,
Office became presidential October 1, 1922,

Lewis E. Fredenburg to be p stmaster at Afton, N. Y,, in
place of Daniel Grant. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep-
tember 19, 1922,

NORTH DAKOTA,

Jacob A. Phillips to be postmaster at Cleveland, N. Dak., in
place of J. A, Phillips. Incumbent’s commission expired April
6, 1922, ;

0HIO.

James Azallion to be postmaster at Laferty, Ohio. Office be-
came presidential October 1, 1921.

Hosea M. Thompson to be postmaster at Ostrander, Ohio,
Office became presidential April 1, 1922,

Albert W. Griswold to be postmaster at Georgetown, Ohio, in
place of T. B. Richey. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep-
tember 19, 1922,

PENNSYLVANIA,

Ida M. Mingle to be postmaster at Birmingham, Pa. Office
became presidential October 1, 1922,

Frederick M. Adam to be postmaster at Temple, Pa. Office
became presidential October 1, 1920.

Horace W. Wickersham to be postmaster at Thompsontown,
Pa., in place of O. W. Kaegel. Incumbent's commission expired
September 26, 1922, g
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George W. Correy to be postmaster at Milton, Pa., in place of
Edward Weidenhamer, resigned.

Paul C. Rupp to be postmaster at Piteairn, Pa., in place of
M. D. Salyards. Incumbent’s commission expired September 26,
1922,

PORTO RICO.

John L. Gay to be postmaster at San Juan, P. R., in place of

R. A. Rivera, removed.

SOUTH CAROLINA,

Mortimer R. Sams to be postmaster at Jonesville, 8. C., in
place of R. W. Scott. Incumbent's commission expired Septem-
ber 19, 1922,

SOUTH DAKOTA,

Frank D. Beste to be postmaster at Corsiea, 8. Dak., in place of
F. B. Boyle. Incumbent’s commission expired September 11,
1922,

TEN NESSEE.

Charles K. Metecalf fo be postmaster at National Sanatorium,
Tenn. Office became presidential October 1, 1922,

Joseph M. Dudney to be postmaster at Gaineshoro, Tenn., in
place of F. L. Tardy. Incumbent’s commission expired May 10,
1922,

- TEXAS.

John L. Dillon to be postmaster at Leonard, Tex., in place
of A. L. Melton. Incumbent's commission expired September 5,
1922,

Arthur A. McNeil to be postmaster at Moody, Tex., in place
of W. H. McCurdy. Incumbent’s commission expired September
5, 1922,

William Tays to be postmaster at New Braunfels, Tex., in
place of J. E. Abrahams. Incumbent's commission expired
April 6, 1922,

James M. Campbell to be postmaster at Strawn, Tex., in
place of C. E. Maxwell. Incumbent’s commission expired July
21, 1921,

UTAH.

Walter O. Lundgreen to be postmaster at Monroe, Utah, in
place of O. C. Larsen. Incumbent's commission expired Sep-
tember 26, 1922,

VIRGINTA,

Haynie 8. Robertson to be postmaster at Blackstone, Va., in
place of J. M. Harris. Incumbent’s commission expired Sep-
tember 18, 1922,

Edwin L. Toone to be poatmaster at Boydton, Va., in place
of E. L. Toone, Incumbent’s commission expired July 21, 1921.

Charles R. Whitmore to be postmaster at Broadway, Va., in
place of 8, M, Williams. Incumbent’'s commission expired Sep-
tember 13, 1922,

WASHINGTON,

William R. Cox to be postmaster at Pasco, Wash,, in place of
A. A, Barnes. Incumbent’s commission expired October 14,
1922,

WISCONSIN. -

B!amh Lyon to be postmaster at East Ellsworth Wis., Office

became presidential January 1, 1921.
WYOMING.

Hubert 8. Ladd to be postmaster at Hudson, Wyo, Office be-

came presidential January 1, 1921.

CONFIRMATIONS.

Erecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 20
(legislative day of December 16), 1922,

UniteEp STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE.
John C. Rose to be cireunit judge, fourth circuit,
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE,
COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY,
Edward Perry Morton to be aid.
POSTMASTERS,
ALABAMA,
Frank F. Crowe, Montevallo.
GEORGIA,

Luther W. Vickery, Lavonia.
Clifton O. Lloyd, Lindale.
Andrew H. Staples, Metter.
George H. Broome, Pavo,

INDIANA.
Fred Austin, Birdseye.
Oliver A. Potter, Geneva.
Lonis T. Heerman, Syracuse.
Lee Herr, Tell City.
KANSAS,
Maud Williams, Lenexa.
MASSACHUSETTS,
Henry L. Pierce, Barre.
Lucius E, Estey, Brooktield.
Charles J. Dacey, Conway.
Horace W. Collamore, East Bridgewater,
Henry L. Ripley, Edgartown.
Thomas J. Murray, Prides Crossing.
William €. Temple, Rutland.
Douglas H. Knowlton, South Hamilton.
George A. Wilder, Townsend,
Walter C. Ring, Woronoco.
MICHIGAN,

Elmer E. Geer, Halfway,

MISSISSIPPL.
Neppie R. Lockwood, Crystal Springs,

MISSOURIL

Benonia ¥. Hardin, Albany.
Robert W. Raines, Glasgow.
Catherine A. MeSwiney, Normandy.

NEW MEXICO.
Maud W, Lenfesty, Aztec.
Augustin F. Sisneros, Espanola.
James A. Shipley, Silver City.

- OKLAHOMA,

Ward Guffy, Cleveland.
Clarence S. Brigham, Cushing.

PENNSYLVANTA,
Effie P Corts, Karns City.
William H. Lowry, Ligonier,
Lena E. Gould, McClellandtown.
RHODE ISLAND,

‘May B. Lamb, Greenville,
Bertha M. Brayton, Hope.

TEXNESSEE,

Charles H. Bewley, Greeneville,
Alfred M. Agee, Lafollette.
Joseph R. Mitchell, Mascot.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
! WepxEespaY, December 20, 1929,

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rey. James Shera Montgomery. D. D,, offered
the following prayer:

Almighty God, Thy revelations are so merciful and gracious
that we are unequal to the task of definition, but read our hearts
and accept their offerings. The Lord bestow upon our country
blessings of peace, plenty, and prosperity. Make these days for
all the gladdest days in all the year, and may we have the spirit
of Him who sees what others see and feels what others feel.
Oh, may a great wave of good will sweep over our land and let
the converting, controlling, and restoring Spirit of God come to
the world and make it new and fresh and clean. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and

‘approved.

PENSIONB.

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Speaker, yesterday I presented a confer-
ence report upon the bill (8. 3275) granting pensions and in-
crease of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil and
Mexican wars, and fo certain widows, former widows, minor
children, and helpless children of said soldiers and sailors, and
to widows of the War of 1812, and to certain Indian war vet-
erans and widows, for printing under the rule. I find that there
is a mistake in the printed report, and I now ask unanimous
consent to withdraw the report printed in the Recorp of yester-
day, and to resubmit the corrected report and have it printed
under the rule.
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